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	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 fills a critical gap in the literature by focusing on the sorption properties of whole finger millet grains.
The study used humidity chamber method, a relatively newer and potentially more accurate technique, to determine the equilibrium moisture content of finger millet grains.

The study applies four well-known sorption models (GAB, BET, Henderson, and Halsey) to describe the relationship between water activity and equilibrium moisture content at different temperatures and relative humidity levels.
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	Yes, however, the abstract did not have a sentence for the overall conclusion of the study and the implication of the study for storage and processing
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crfs.2024.100752
	

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


	The study is well executed, however with some minor additions to contextualize the findings and discuss their broader implications, the study could have an even greater impact 
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