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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 important because it provides a comparison of the nutritional content between finger millet flour, foxtail millet flour, and refined wheat flour. The results of this study can be used as a basis for developing healthier millet-based food products. In addition, this study shows the superiority of millet in dietary fiber content and antioxidant activity compared to refined wheat flour. This provides insight for the food industry and the community in choosing more
nutritious raw materials.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	make the title shorter exp: “Nutritional and Antioxidant Comparison of Finger Millet, Foxtail Millet, and Refined Wheat Flour”
	

	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.
	add to the abstract the research objectives, methods, results and conclusions
Remove all citations in abstract; keywords are still not quite right using mesh on demand
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, this manuscript is scientifically correct. However, some parts such as the method of testing antioxidants and resistant starch can be clarified by including more details about the procedures and validation of the methods used. Then the use of citations, discussions,
conclusions still need improvement.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional
references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are quite relevant, but it is recommended to add more recent literature (after 2015) discussing the benefits of millets in a health context.
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	In general, the language used is quite good, but there are some grammatical and sentence structure errors that could be corrected to improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This research is interesting and has the potential to contribute to the development of millet-based food. It would be better if this manuscript also discusses further the health implications of the antioxidant and fiber content of millet.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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