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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.


	This manuscript present a valuable study on the development of functional, plant based yogurt enriched with date powder and beetroot extract. It is highly relevant in the context of increasing demand for non- dairy nutrient rich food products especially in regions with low milk availability and high malnutrition rates. The optimization through RSM and incorporation of locally available, iron rich ingredients could help address public health issues such as anaemia.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, clear and informative. It reflects the scope and objective of the research.
	

	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 and well structured. However the authors may consider briefly mentioning the method of sensory evaluation (untrained panel, 9-point hedonic scale) and the statistical tool used (RSM) to enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is statistically sound. The methodology is appropriately detailed, statistical analysis is valid, and conclusion is well supported by the results. The use of RSM is appropriate for optimization studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are sufficient and include several recent and relevant studies. However the authors might consider referencing a recent review on plant based diary alternatives or probiotic enriched yogurts to further strengthen the context.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear and generally well written. Minor grammatical or syntactic improvements may enhance overall readability. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The inclusion of optimization graphs and detailed table enhances the manuscript’s transparency and reproducibility.
A shelf life study, as suggested in the conclusion would significantly benefit future research.

A sensory evaluation section could be expanded slightly to discuss limitations due to untrained panel use.

The study is well- presented and contributes meaningfully to functional food research. Minor improvements in abstract detail, reference breadth and some textual refinement are recommended before publication
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