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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 nutritional science, agricultural value, health benefits, and even the financial aspects of millets are all covered thoroughly in this review. It's abundantly clear that a great deal of research went into this, and it shows

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is fine or else it can be –

1. A critical review on Nutritional profile and health benefits of Millets in Modern Diets.
2. Millets in Modern Diets: A Comprehensive Review of Their Nutritional and Health Benefits


	

	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 manuscript contains a comprehensive list of relevant and up-to-date references and is well-researched. Claims are more believable when clinical studies and meta-analyses are used.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. It is admirable that scientific evidence is integrated across fields like nutrition, agriculture, and health policy. 

2. It is simple to follow because of the logical progression from the past to potential future events. Subheadings are informative and well-defined.
	

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

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


	Some sentences are overly long and can be broken up for clarity. Like-

“Millets play a critical role in the dietary management of diabetes mellitus…”Could begin with “Due to their high fiber and low glycemic index…” and abbreviations like NCDs, GI, and RTE should be defined at first use and used consistently.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The review's visual appeal and readability would be enhanced by including tables, figures, or charts, such as those that compare the nutrient content of various millet types or show global production trends. 

2. The manuscript would benefit from additional cross-sectional analysis, despite the thoroughness of each section. For instance, how well do the nutritional profiles correspond to particular health outcomes? What effect do processing methods have on the health benefits? 

3. The review is very pro-millet, but it could use a little more criticism, like mentioning studies with contradictory or inconclusive results, if any. 

4. Plant-based diets, sports nutrition, and personalized nutrition platforms using millets could be added to the discussion of functional foods made from millet. 

5. Ensure uniform italicization of species names and consistency in the formatting of in-text citations, such as "et al."
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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