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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 is significant as it explores the potential of an underutilized crop, lerotse in food product development, contributing to both nutritional enhancement and food waste reduction. It aligns with global efforts to promote sustainable and affordable diets, particularly in regions where food security remains a concern.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but could be more concise.
Suggested Alternative Title:

· Nutritional and Sensory Evaluation of Cookies Enriched with Wheat Bran and Lerotse (Citrullus lanatus var. citroides) Pulp


	

	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 effectively summarizes the study's objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. Better to use P < 0.05 instead of P =0.05, and the conclusion could be strengthened by briefly mentioning the potential for commercialization or further product optimization.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound with appropriate methodology and statistical analysis. A minor concern is the need for clearer justification of the sample size used in sensory evaluation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and include recent studies. If possible, consider adding more recent studies on Nutri-Score implementation in different food products for a broader context.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Some minor grammatical refinements could improve readability, particularly in complex sentence structures. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is novel, methodologically sound, and relevant to food science and sustainability. Minor improvements in statistical clarity, discussion depth, and conclusions would enhance impact. Strengthening commercialization aspects could make the research more compelling.
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