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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.


	This manuscript is of significant importance to the scientific community as it contributes to the growing field of functional food research by demonstrating the nutritional and antioxidant benefits of incorporating papaya, pineapple, and beetroot into biscuit formulations. The findings provide valuable insights into the impact of fruit powder fortification on physicochemical properties, sensory attributes, and micronutrient composition, which can aid in the development of healthier food alternatives. Furthermore, the study underscores the potential role of these fortified biscuits in addressing malnutrition by enhancing dietary intake of essential nutrients and bioactive compounds. This research may serve as a foundation for further studies on functional food innovation and its implications for public health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate, but it could be more concise and refined for better clarity and impact. A suggested alternative:
"Physicochemical, Sensory, and Antioxidant Properties of Biscuits Fortified with Papaya, Pineapple, and Beetroot Powder"
This revision removes redundancy (e.g., scientific names, which are unnecessary in the title) and maintains clarity.
	

	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 provides a good summary of the study, but it can be improved for clarity and conciseness. Below are some suggested refinements:
Suggested Additions
1. Study Design Clarification – A brief mention of the control sample (if used) would strengthen the methodology.

2. Statistical Analysis – Indicating whether statistical significance was assessed would improve the rigor of the findings.

3. Conclusion Precision – Instead of broadly stating that the study provides "relief for malnutrition," it should specify how the fortified biscuits contribute to improved nutritional status.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound due to its clear experimental design, use of appropriate statistical methods, and detailed description of procedures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided offer a solid foundation, but some are outdated, with several from the early 2000s. Incorporating more recent studies, particularly from the last five years, would enhance the manuscript's relevance and rigor.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, with clear descriptions of the methodology and results. However, there are some grammatical errors, inconsistencies in terminology, and awkward phrasings that could be improved for clarity and precision in a formal academic context.
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