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	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 ‘Effect of Processing on Colloidal Properties of Gum Extracts from Selected Soup Thickeners’ studies effect of boiling, roasting and soaking treatments on the soup thickeners. The mean peak time, pasting temperature, setback and final viscosity of the gums from the different legume seeds were tested and compared with guar gum. The paper has put forth potential alternatives of guar gum in food industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No.
The terms processing (what kind of processing?) and gum extract (the gums are not extracted; they are precipitated) are unclear. Needs modifications.
	

	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.


	As suggested in the comment on title, fundamental things need to be modified. English names for the legume seeds (akparata”, Mucuna. sloanei “ukpo”, Brychestegia eurycoma “achi” and Detarium microcarpum “ofor”) must be used instead of local terms.Data related to pasting properties and viscosity may be included.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The work is an effort in the direction to find guar gum alternatives. But the presentation needs to be modified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. They are ok.
	

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


	Language needs to be improved. Grammar needs to be focussed, and some sentences need to be reframed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The objectives of the manuscript/ research need to be clearly mentioned. With what hypothesis authors are doing this work also need to be mentioned.
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