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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.


	This manuscript offers meaningful contributions to the growing field of functional and health-focused foods. By using malting to enhance the nutritional value of legumes and developing a clean-label soup premix, it responds directly to the increasing demand for convenient, wholesome, and additive-free options. It also brings attention to underused yet nutrient-rich legumes like horse gram, which have great potential for improving both dietary quality and sustainability. The study is a useful reference for scientists and product developers interested in creating healthier alternatives to conventional processed foods.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Value addition through malting: Development of legume-based soup premix," does a good job of describing what the study is about. It clearly mentions both the process used (malting) and the product developed (legume soup premix).
	

	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.


	There should be a clearer structure background, objective, methods, results, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound overall
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The introduction and discussion sections need additional citations; References are too few
	

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


	There are several spots in the manuscript where the grammar feels off or the wording is a bit awkward. For example, a sentence like “Legumes belong to Leguminosae family as who is known for the fruits...” is confusing and needs to be rephrased for clarity. There’s also some inconsistent use of tenses and articles—like using "who" instead of "which," or saying “the soup is suggested as remedy” instead of the more natural “the soup is often recommended as a remedy.”
Some of the terminology needs standardizing. For instance, “gms” should be replaced with “g” to match scientific writing norms. Also, steps like “cleaning, washing, cutting and dehydration” would benefit from being phrased more formally.
Certain points—like the health benefits of legumes or the purpose of malting—are repeated multiple times throughout the manuscript. These sections could be condensed or restructured to avoid redundancy and help the paper flow more smoothly.

Some phrases sound too conversational for an academic paper. For example, “bridging the gap between consumer and the market” or “feeling of comfort during sickness” could be rewritten in a way that better matches the formal tone expected in scholarly writing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses the growing demand for healthier, ready-to-use food products. The concept of using malting to enhance the nutritional profile of legumes is well-grounded and effectively applied here. The inclusion of natural ingredients and the focus on clean-label formulation is commendable and adds to the practical relevance of the work.

That said, the manuscript would benefit from careful editing for grammar, clarity, and consistency in scientific language. Streamlining some of the repeated content and refining the tone to better align with academic standards would significantly improve readability. Adding a few more recent references and clearly presenting key findings (e.g., sensory scores and nutritional data) in tables or figures would also strengthen the manuscript.
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