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	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.


	The manuscript is important for the scientific community because it integrates knowledge on extrusion processing, dietary fiber functionality, and nutritional quality within the specific and increasingly relevant context of millet- and vegetable-based snack formulations. By linking ingredient composition with process–structure–nutrition relationships, the review helps researchers better understand why fiber enrichment in extruded snacks often compromises texture and how these challenges can be addressed through formulation and processing strategies. The manuscript also highlights the role of vegetable powders and pomace valorization, contributing to sustainability-oriented food processing research. Overall, it provides a useful conceptual framework and identifies key research gaps that can guide future experimental studies and industrial-scale development of healthier extruded snack products.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable for a scholarly review article. It is informative, specific, and accurately reflects the scope of the manuscript.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly conveys the topic, scope, and thematic focus of the review. It successfully summarizes the rationale for developing fiber-rich extruded snacks, highlights the use of millets and vegetable powders, and emphasizes process–structure–nutrition relationships. Overall, the abstract is informative and technically accurate. However, the abstract is somewhat dense and descriptive, and it can be improved in clarity, balance, and focus to better meet the expectations of a scholarly review article.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and consistent with established knowledge on extrusion processing, dietary fiber functionality, and cereal–vegetable matrix interactions. No major scientific inaccuracies were identified. However, several statements are overly generalized, and the manuscript would benefit from clearer qualification of context-dependent effects, particularly regarding fiber modification, bioactive retention, and nutritional functionality. Strengthening precision and reducing inferential health claims would improve scientific rigor
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	he reference list is extensive, but the manuscript relies heavily on older studies, and recent advances over the past 5 years are under-represented. I recommend the authors include additional recent literature in the following areas: (a) mechanisms of dietary fiber functionality in extrusion and its effects on structure–texture–nutrition relationships; (b) recent extrusion studies on millets and vegetable powder fortification; and (c) nutritional and health outcome studies of high-fiber extruded foods. Specific recent studies (2020–2025) in these areas should be cited to improve the timeliness and comprehensiveness of the review
	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally understandable English; however, the language is often verbose, with overly long sentences and some grammatical inconsistencies. Substantial language editing is recommended to improve clarity, conciseness, and scholarly tone before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has strong potential but requires substantial revision to improve clarity, conciseness, methodological rigor, and critical depth. Addressing redundancy, strengthening synthesis, correcting references, and clearly articulating research gaps are essential before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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