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	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 research work embodied in this title “Proximate composition and sensory properties of maize pap fortified with peanut and muskmelon flours”. Maize pap can be used as weaning food its nutritional value can be increased by adding peanut and muskmelon flours, which provide more protein, fat, and micronutrients. Fortified maize pap can be an excellent supplemental food for infants and young children. The developed products was quite good and novel but the importance of the products need to be little more clear and specific. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, It is suitable but it can be quite good if you add value to your title like optimisation on nutritional and sensory properties of maize pap fortified with peanut and muskmelon flour
	

	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.


	It is a written in very simple manner. Nonetheless, it is unclear what the primary goal and importance of the study. This can be provided in a complex manner. The treatment variation can be explained in crisp manner instead of writing all the treatments in abstract 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript was written scientifically but the language of the article needs little improvement. The scientific names wherever required can be included. The results of nutrients can be compared with RDA and the conclusion can focus on those areas to gain a value on the article 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references that were provided were sufficient for this study. 
	

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


	The article is written poorly, language improvement is needed 
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is quite impressive in the manuscript if you include figures and plates


Typographical errors, grammatic errors and alignment in the manuscript can be rechecked

% may be written as per cent
Proximate estimation name can be indicated 
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