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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 provides an alternative measures in enriching patties made from meat with millet lour thereby increasing the fibre content and reducing cost of production, while, maintaining the ideal nutritional value. This could also provide a basic guides towards coating chicken patties with rich flours such as millets flour.
The topic can be adjusted to focus on the exact analysis carried out on the pearl millet on the quality properties of chicken patties. 

The abstract should reflect what was done, this I not a review rather a findings with results and figures.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic can be adjusted to focus on the exact analysis carried out on the pearl millet on the quality properties of chicken patties. 

The topic can be modified briefly to capture all the areas analysed
	

	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 not compressive simply because it’s more of a review abstract and not a research findings.

Yes, there is need to add the results obtained so as to give a clear understanding of the work without going through the details. E.g. the results of proximate composition obtained showed that moisture content had a mean value ranging from (…. To ….), fat (…. To ….), fibre (…. To ….) etc

Your abstract does not capture any of your results obtained, e.g

introduction, aims and objectives, materials and method, results and discussion then conclusion should be captured in summary under abstract 


	
 

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically very correct, just omission of some vital information or lack of coherence
Improve on abstract and the effect the little observation on the typographic errors
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference are current and update
Check out the reference and put all the year in bracket e.g. (Dawi et al., 2020). 

All journal names should be written in full and italize
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is good, precise and provides a means of improving food security even by house hold, and when adopted could develop a new products from both plant and animal source
No ethical issues so far in this article

No competing interest stated in the entire work.
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