Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Food Research and Nutrition

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJFRN_131722

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	QUALITY EVALUATION OF BISCUIT PRODUCED WITH TOASTED AFRICAN BUSH PEAR (UBE) (Dacryodes Edulis) SEED, ACHA (Digitaria Exilis) AND GRASSHOPPER (Zonocerus Variegatus)

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	Topic is very important as developing biscuits with composite flours helps to enhance food security with local available foods but there is no justification to include insects in the research when the experimental product was not well received  
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	· No , it was written scientifically but the results showed that controlled product was better accepted in terms of sensory scores than experimental products , so what is the purpose of the study if experimental product was not well received in sensory scores. Even though the product is rich in vitamins and minerals but sensory appeal is more important for any product to reach the general population. 
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Author didn’t provide prove the experimental product was better than control products. The control product was well accepted by sensory evaluation and even nutritionally also it was better than the experimental product
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