
	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Current Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJOCR_14143

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Formulation of Millet-Based Micronutrient-Rich Ready-to-Eat Products

	Type of the Article
	


	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 article focuses on the development of ready-to-eat snacks rich in protein and micronutrients. Given that protein malnutrition and micronutrient deficiencies are common in the developing world, these snacks can be very useful. The materials used are inexpensive and widely available, which means they are easy to be used.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title ”Formulation of Millet-Based Micronutrient-Rich Ready-to-Eat Products”  is concise and understandable but can be made more precise: “Enriching Ready-to-Eat Cupcakes and Mathri with Millet-Based Ingredients for Improved Nutritional Characteristics”
	

	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 is generaly comperhansive. Yet T1 is not defined neither the abriviation PEM. Not such persicion is need (3 decimals in reporting results)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are methodological problems. The tests are not described in detail. Furthermore, the data for T0, T1, ..., T4 are just presented without any statistical test to show if the differences are statistically significant. The term 'shelf life' is not proprely defined and difficult to understand."
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper references 32 sources, which is an adequate number. The references are fairly recent and of good quality.
	

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


	The language is sufficient. The text presents no readability issues.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The idea is good and the execution is enough.
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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)

It does not appear to raise ethical concerns.
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