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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.
	This manuscript is significant for the scientific and professional community because it indicates a simple and effective method for the qualitative assessment of maltose in various food products. Other detection methods used in industry (such as gas chromatography, HPLC and enzymatic methods) are time-consuming and cost- inefficient.
The effects of maltose on health are complex. Maltose consumption can exacerbate diet-induced obesity and related health problems, especially when combined with a diet high in fat. Due to the diseases of modern society, and the increasing health problems associated with improper nutrition, it is very important to research newer methods, or rather their wider application for the purpose of health prevention, and one of them is presented in this paper (paving the way for its
wider application in food quality control and screening).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	




	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.
	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive, and I do not suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically partially correct.
There are not enough relevant references and there are not enough samples of packaged food products that were analyzed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is a lack of references, especially recent references, especially in the segment of discussion of research results.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the quality of the language/English of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments
	-
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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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