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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 holds significance as it explores the utilization of underutilised indigenous food resources. The findings may serve as a foundation for future research and product development aimed at improving the nutritional profile of traditional snacks while promoting biodiversity in food systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and informative. However, the word “underutilised” may be added to the title to give more clarity.
	

	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 provides a brief overview of the study. However, it could be improvised by including the following:

· Include a statement on the nutritional or functional significance of using raw banana and Acacia nilotica seed flour.

· Mention how many formulations were prepared.

· Highlight the gap this study is addressing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, few changes need to be made for better scientific soundness: 
· Discussion on statistical significance between the formulations.
· Conclusion mentioned about the nutritional quality, however, the manuscript did not address the nutritional profiling. The study would have benefitted from at least basic proximate analysis of the developed products.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are needed to be revised. Most of the references are old except of a few. Author/s are suggested to incorporate references from 2021 onwards.
	

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


	Author/s should look into typographical errors (Eg Prepration), referencing style should be uniform [Eg Duodu, K. G., & Minnaar (2011), or Siddhuraju and Becker (2007)] as per the journal guidelines.
Manuscript should be written in past tense, while the manuscript inconsistently switched between past and present tense. 
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	The manuscript is recommended publication with minor changes as suggested.
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