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	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.


	This manuscript offers valuable insights into the use of acha, ube flour, and grasshopper powder in biscuit formulations, enhancing both nutritional value and sensory appeal. It contributes to addressing global food security and health concerns by exploring alternative protein and micronutrient sources. The study aligns with the growing interest in sustainable, functional food innovations and could inspire further research on product development, consumer acceptance, and long-term health impacts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title effectively reflects the study’s focus.
	

	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 is comprehensive but could be improved by:

· Break Strength (5200.00) – Missing Unit
Needs proper unit specification, is it in Newtons (N) or grams-force (gf)?

· Sample D is not defined anywhere in the provided text


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with well-explained methodologies and appropriate data analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript references relevant studies.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication, but minor grammatical improvements and rewording of some sentences could enhance readability and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Merge repetitive details about Acha, grasshoppers, and Ube seeds.

· The nutritional composition of acha is mentioned twice, with similar information about its protein, carbohydrates, amino acids, and minerals. Combine both paragraphs into one concise statement without unnecessary repetition.

· The same nutritional composition of grasshoppers is described twice in different sentences. Keep only one version and remove redundancy.

2. Grammatical Errors and Subject-Verb Agreement

  Incorrect: "Ube seed, Acha and grasshopper was purchase from Lafia international market…"

  Correction: "Ube seed, Acha, and grasshopper were purchased from Lafia International Market…"

  Incorrect: "The products is processed…"

  Correction: "The products were processed…"

  Incorrect: "The dried seeds was toasted…"

  Correction: "The dried seeds were toasted…"

  Incorrect: "The toasted seeds was allow to cool…"

  Correction: "The toasted seeds were allowed to cool…"

  Incorrect: "Grasshoppers was washed…"

  Correction: "Grasshoppers were washed…"

  Incorrect: "These samples was served…"

  Correction: "These samples were served…"

· "It was blanch" → "It was blanched" (verb tense error)

· "Boiled grasshoppers was dried" → "Boiled grasshoppers were dried" (plural subject-verb error)

3. Table 1 (Recipe Table - Misalignment & Unclear Information)

4. Standardize units, decimal places, and data formatting.

5. Ensure all claims have supporting citations.
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