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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript addresses a very important topic because bamboo shoots are widely consumed  in many localities around the world but their safety concerns (because the contain cyanide) greatly limits their use. The authors have done a great deal by providing a bridge between indigenous practices and modern food safety science since they have reviewed both traditional wisdom and scientific evidence. Hence, I believe this piece of work can greatly guide researchers and communities that consume bamboo shoots on how to greatly process them.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable because it reflects clearly the themes of the work. But I feel it’s a bit too long and I would suggest an alternative title that would be shorter as follows “Detoxifying and Enriching Bamboo Shoots: Antinutrients, Fermentation, and Safety.”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	Abstract gives a good overview of the work but I feel since we are looking at fermentation, it will be nice if the authors can possibly add the bacteria involved, so readers can be clarified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. For example, the discussion on cyanogenic glycoside is correct as well as its biochemical risk well articulated. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscripts references are sufficient, but some references are more than five years older and so weakens the manuscripts. If the authors can focus on recent information, then it will strengthen the manuscript.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	The language quality of the article is suitable but I will suggest the authors go through and break sentences that are quite longer to short and concise sentences.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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