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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.


	The study highlights the potential health benefits of using substitute flours in baked goods, which aligns with the growing interest in functional foods and healthier diets.
The findings can contribute to food product innovation and help manufacturers develop nutritionally improved baked goods.
The manuscript addresses a relevant topic that could have applications in dietary interventions, especially for individuals with dietary restrictions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is suitable; however, a more specific title could improve clarity, such as: "Nutritional Enhancement of Baked Goods Using Alternative Flours: A Review."
	

	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 covers key points but could benefit from a clearer summary of major findings and practical implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound but should include more details on the methodologies used in assessing nutritional quality.

Some sections require additional explanations of experimental results or references to previous studies for validation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear relevant and sufficient, but some newer studies (within the last 3-5 years) should be incorporated to ensure up-to-date information.
Suggest adding references on recent advances in functional flours and their impact on health
	

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


	The manuscript is well-written but contains minor grammatical and structural issues.

Proofreading is recommended to improve readability and coherence.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript should discuss any limitations of using substitute flours, such as potential allergenicity or texture changes in baked goods.
It would be beneficial to include more comparative data between different substitute flours.
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