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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.
	In general, the introduction is well written. In the methodology section, the authors successfully explained the methods applied in their research. They also clearly described the formulation/preparation of Khichdi and the food materials used. It was interesting to read about the proximate values of Khichdi.
Scientifically, the article appears promising at first glance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 authors have written a clear and well-structured abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Technically, there was no discussion part in this manuscript. I don’t understand why the authors didn’t discuss their findings or compare their results with previous studies (I believe that there are similar kinds of publications). Additionally, the authors didn’t mention the number of replicates in any type of analysis in this study (fat content, protein content, fiber content, etc.). A spider chart could have been used for better understanding of the sensory evaluation. They didn’t explain the aim and hypothesis were, etc. I am confused about why they performed microbial quality analysis—what was the aim?  there was no connection between proximate analysis, sensory evaluation, and microbial analysis. I suggest the authors write good paragraphs explaining the necessity of this study, with a clear hypothesis and objective, and a well-written discussion part (the results and discussion parts can be combined).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is no uniformity in references.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Language is fine.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Several important elements are missing; 
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	





Reviewer details:

[bookmark: _GoBack]Kshitiz Pokhrel, Czech University of Life Sciences Prague, Czech Republic
Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

