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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 narrative review covers a timely and fast-growing area in food and nutrition research: plant-based milk alternatives. The topic is relevant to consumer health, sustainable food systems, and product development. The manuscript provides a helpful overview of PBMA types, nutritional attributes, bioactive compounds, and consumer acceptance, which can benefit students, early researchers, and product developers. With minor improvements in structure and referencing consistency, the paper can serve as a useful introductory to intermediate level review.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly indicates the focus on nutrition and functional aspects.

Small suggestion (optional): consider making “functional properties” more visible in the content (or slightly refine the title if the journal expects strong techno-functional discussion).
	

	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 clear and aligned with the manuscript scope. 

Minor improvement suggested:

· Reduce a few repetitive phrases (“more and more…”) and tighten sentences for readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically reasonable and written in an understandable way.
	

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

Suggestion: Check that all in-text citations match the reference list numbering.
	

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


	The manuscript is readable overall. With light editing, it can become more polished.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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 details)
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