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	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.


	Ready-to-eat flakes have emerged as a popular trend within the healthy snack sector. A formulation combining malted yellow maize, defatted groundnut, and sweet orange peel has demonstrated superior nutritional value compared to flakes made entirely from yellow maize. The incorporation of sweet orange peel also represents an innovative approach to utilizing agro-industrial waste that otherwise contributes to environmental pollution. Further research and product development are essential to facilitate its broader community application. Additionally, follow-up studies are required to determine the product’s shelf life by analyzing its degradation kinetics during storage.
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	The title is suitable
	

	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 is comprehensive according to the template
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· A detailed explanation is needed to explain why there is no significant difference in ash content between MGS2 and MGS1. Similarly, further justification is needed to understand there is no significant difference in protein content between MM1 and MGS1

· A more detailed explanation is necessary to clarify the observed decline in antioxidant capacity as the level of defatted groundnut substitution increases, even though the proportion of sweet orange peel remains constant
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript still includes several outdated references (from 1996, 2001, 2004, and 2005). It is essential to update the reference list by incorporating more recent and relevant sources to ensure the study reflects current knowledge and developments in the field.
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	The manuscript is well written
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