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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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.


	Value addition of horse gram as a potential functional ingredient to Greek yogurt-this is the core of novelty related to dairy science. The observations reported herein provide support for formulating nutrient-dense, plant-based fortified yogurts contributing to improved health in consumers along with industrial application.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	• The phrase "Functional Greek Yoghurt" is not clear. Is it probiotic enhancement, nutritional enhancement, or some other functional aspect?

• The title should be more specific in relation to horse gram and its functional benefits.

I suggest the title should be:
"Effect of Horse Gram Fortification on the Sensory and Functional Properties of Greek Yoghurt"


	

	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 does not include specific numerical data and statistical results.

It doesn't mention the key features, such as methodology - sample size, conditions of testing.

The conclusion is vague; it needs to highlight the main outcome and its importance.

I suggest:

Include key findings with numerical values, for example, percentage change in sensory attributes.

Clearly define how the study was conducted, for example, sensory analysis methods used.

Stronger conclusion indicating practical application of the findings.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is relevant, but there is a lack of sufficient methodological details and statistical validation, which renders some findings not very scientifically sound. Further data analysis, clarity in the design of experiments, and comparison with existing literature will help improve the accuracy of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are few and do not cover all topics, besides including some outdated sources; more recent studies should be incorporated. Reference quality would be improved with proper citation formatting and support of some key claims.
	

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


	
There are grammatical errors and awkward phrasing that reduce readability.

Some technical terms are not used consistently.

My suggestion:

The manuscript should be proofread by a native English speaker or with the aid of grammar-checking software.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction 

Introduction provides general background but does not strongly justify the use of horse gram in Greek yogurt.

The health benefits of horse gram are not well elaborated with scientific literature support.

It also fails to outline the research gap and objectives clearly.

My suggestion:

Nutritional and functional benefits of horse gram need more elaboration with recent literature.

Why Greek yogurt has been chosen as a medium for fortification needs to be clearly justified.

State a hypothesis or research question to give more focus to the study.

Materials and Methods 

Sample preparation, yogurt formulation, and experimental design are not well described.

Sensory evaluation methodology not described - panelist selection? Statistical tests used?

Nutrient breakdown of horse gram not available in terms of its composition.

My suggestion:

Mention the ratios of yogurt formulation, for example, % addition of horse gram.

Explain the sensory evaluation methodology, such as a 9-point hedonic scale, demographic profile of the panellists.

Mention the statistical tests used, such as ANOVA, Tukey's test.

Results and Discussion 

Data are presented in a descriptive way with no obvious statistical validation.

Discussion does not compare the present study with any previous studies on horse gram or functional dairy products.

Claims regarding health benefits are poorly supported by experimental evidence.

My suggestion:

Results include tables/graphs representing mean values and standard deviations of sensory attributes.

Findings are compared to previous studies dealing with legume-fortified dairy products.

Limitations are discussed regarding possible changes in texture or microbial composition.

References

Some references are old; there is a need to add more recent works.

Lack of citation for important statements, especially related to horse gram benefits.

Inconsistent formatting within the reference list.

I suggest:

Include references for the last 5 years in functional yogurt development.

Ensure that all statements are supported with appropriate citations.

Uniform formatting of references according to journal guidelines.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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