Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	European Journal of Nutrition & Food Safety 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_EJNFS_138078

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	INSTANT IDLI PRE MIX FORTIFIED WITH FINGER MILLET: DEVELOPMENT, NUTRITIONAL PROFILE, AND FUNCTIONAL PROPERTIES

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 paper uses finger millet to create a fortified quick idli premix in response to the increasing demand for nutrient-dense, ready-to-cook traditional meal substitutes. In light of the current public health emphasis on functional foods and micronutrient deficits, this research is particularly relevant and urgent. The study skillfully illustrates a traditional South Asian staple's nutritional boost, functional qualities, and sensory appeal. Such research encourages the use of underutilized grains, such as finger millet, in common food applications, which makes a significant contribution to the fields of nutrition and food technology.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately captures the essence of the research and is appropriate.
However, a small improvement is advised for clarity and scientific style:
Suggested title: Development and Functional Evaluation of Finger Millet-Fortified Instant Idli 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.


	Yes, comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is well-structured and has good scientific foundations. The sensory assessments, nutritional analysis, and formulation are all suitable. Statistical measurements and ANOVA are provided in an understandable manner. But:
To prevent overburdening the reader with ancillary research, the introduction's literature review may be shorter.
To recognize scope bounds, think about including a brief restrictions section (e.g., tiny sensory panel, no microbiological tests).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites several relevant and recent studies, particularly from 2020–2024. 
	

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


	The document has a number of grammatical errors and odd language (such as improper use of articles, punctuation, and redundancy), yet it is still readable. To improve readability and clarity, it is highly advised to have your English edited or reviewed by an expert.
As an illustration, "While coming to fortification ingredients..." could be changed to "Regarding fortification ingredients..."


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The study provides data-driven results and a sound formulation approach.

2. Future studies could improve its practicality by using consumer-scale sensory panels or microbiological stability tests.

3. Although the figures and tables are instructive, the presentation might be enhanced with improved formatting and more explanatory legends.

4. After minimal to moderate modifications, this work should be taken into consideration as it is a valuable addition to the literature on functional foods.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There aren't any significant ethical issues. A team will evaluate the manuscript's sensory aspects, but it doesn't say whether informed consent or ethical permission were sought. It is advised that the writers make this clear in their technique.
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