Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Food Research and Nutrition

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJFRN_134039

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Nutritional, functional and sensory characteristics of infant flours from a blend of fermented plantain, roasted cashew nut and baobab pulp

	Type of the Article
	Original Research 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.


	The manuscript “Nutritional, functional and sensory characteristics of infant flours from a blend of fermented plantain, roasted cashew nut and baobab pulp’’ could provide an indepth understanding of formulation of an  infant’s formulae from the blend of nutritionally rich plantain, cashew and baobab pulp respectively.  this manuscript is significant to the scientific  community towards bridging the gap in introducing new raw materials into meeting the needs of infants.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The topic is suitable with slight modification ‘Nutritional, Functional and Sensory characteristics of Infant replace ‘Flours” with formulae from a Blend of Fermented Plantain, Roasted Cashew nut and Baobab 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 should be able capture the results of this findings, e.g. The nutritional composition and functional properties of the formulations were determined, where is the reaults. 
Note; pls. the abstract is out of context, re-write capturing the. Brief introduction, aims, materials, preparation, methods of analysis, results obtained, discussion and conclusion. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript absolutely scientific and certainly going to contribute to the scientific community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference are sufficient and very recent. Well commendable effort.  
	

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


	The language is simply and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically rich, although little observation in abstract which need to reflect the results obtained, and also common typographic errors such as punctuation marks, spelling error need to be corrected. 
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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