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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 (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 addresses a critical public health issue micronutrient deficiencies and PEM through a practical, food-based approach. It will  provides valuable empirical data on the formulation, nutritional enhancement, and shelf-life of culturally relevant RTE products using underutilized crops like finger millet. The work contributes directly to the fields of functional foods and nutritional intervention strategies, offering a potential model for combating hidden hunger in vulnerable populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes, The title 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.


	The abstract is Good but not properly structured and contains unclear numerical data (e.g., proximate values lack units/context). It should clearly state objectives, explicitly list key findings (e.g., significant increases in iron/calcium), and summarize the conclusion. Remove repetitive keywords ("Millets" listed twice).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript contains scientifically sound objectives and methods, but presentation is inconsistent. Data in tables (e.g., proximate analysis) are unclear; values for protein, fat, etc., are not explicitly labeled in the text. Some discussion sections (e.g., microbial analysis) include irrelevant or incorrectly cited comparisons (e.g., jamun seed studies not part of methodology). Statistical significance (CD values) is reported appropriately.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and include recent reviews (up to 2024). However, several in-text citations lack corresponding references (e.g., claims about glycemic index, climate resilience). 
	

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


	The language requires substantial revision. There are numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, incomplete sentences, and typographical errors (e.g., "serial" instead of "cereal," "I agree with" in Introduction). It hinders clarity and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The core research is valuable and methodologically sound, but the manuscript requires major revisions in language, data presentation, logical flow, and focus of the discussion. With careful rewriting and restructuring, it can be suitable for publication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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