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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.


	This review article presents a comprehensive synthesis of the development of high-fiber extruded snacks based on millet with the addition of vegetable powders, particularly tomato and carrot pomace. The manuscript is important because it integrates the relationships among extrusion process parameters, product structure, and nutritional implications, which are generally discussed separately in the literature. The review also explains relevant and applicable formulation strategies for researchers and developers of functional food products. Furthermore, this study has the potential to encourage further related research, including aspects of packaging,  product–packaging interactions and product shelf-life determination.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the scope and content of the review


	

	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 comprehensive and clearly outlines the scope of the review


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-aligned with current understanding of extrusion processing and fiber-rich snack formulation. The discussion on process–structure–nutrition relationships is coherent and supported by relevant literature. However, in several sections, the critical analysis between studies could be further deepened for greater analytical clarity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic. However, it is recommended to add more recent references (last 5 years).


	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No 
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