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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Reviewer Comments

The research article entitled “ Quality Assessment and Sensory Evaluation of Complementary Food from Orange Flesh Sweet Potato (OFSP), Soybean, and Tropical Almond Seed Composite Flour” presents a relevant and timely study addressing childhood malnutrition, particularly vitamin A deficiency and protein-energy malnutrition, which are prevalent in developing countries. The approach of using complementary food from Orange-Fleshed Sweet Potato (OFSP), Soybean, and Tropical Almond Seed Flour is innovative and could potentially offer a cost-effective alternative to commercial infant foods.

However, the research article could benefit from some improvements:

1. Clarity and Specificity: The abstract mentions the ratios of the sample formulations but doesn't specify what these ratios represent (e.g., percentages of each ingredient). It would be clearer to explicitly state the components of these ratios and their significance.

2. Results Interpretation: The research article provides a range for the anti-nutrient and amino acid compositions, but it would be more informative to discuss the implications of these findings. For instance, how do these levels compare to recommended nutritional standards? Are the anti-nutrient levels within safe limits for infant consumption?

3. Comparative Analysis: While the research article mentions that a commercial sample was used as a reference standard, it would be beneficial to briefly highlight how the composite flour compares to the commercial sample in terms of key nutritional and sensory parameters.

4. Statistical Significance: The research article states that the composite flour significantly improved nutritional and sensory attributes compared to the control, but it would be helpful to indicate which specific attributes showed significant improvement. Mentioning the statistical methods used would also add rigor.

5. Conclusion is not so effective, write in correlation with malnutrition, how it helps to manage malnutrition. 

6. Grammatical mistakes should be taken care, missing references, and not mentioned references in reference section need to be delete 

7.
Some of the reference are missing in the main text and some of the not quoted references are there in the list recheck it once

Overall, the study appears to offer valuable insights into improving the nutritional content of locally made infant food, but the research article would be stronger with clearer presentation and interpretation of the findings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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