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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 tackles a vital public health challenge by developing nutritious, affordable complementary foods using local ingredients for young children in developing countries
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title broadly reflects the study’s focus on complementary flours and their nutritional evaluation, which is suitable. However, adding more specificity such as mentioning the key local ingredients or the target population (young children in developing countries) may not be necessary. 
	

	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.
	It is somewhat lengthy and includes methodological details better placed in the main text. Condensing it to the recommended 250–300 words would improve focus and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript employs robust scientific methodology and appropriate analytical techniques. The nutritional data are accurately interpreted, with logical explanations for observed variations, well-supported by relevant literature. However, the language could benefit from more precise scientific terminology to enhance professionalism. It is understandable that simpler wording was used to avoid plagiarism, but incorporating more technical vocabulary would strengthen the manuscript’s scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The referencing style used in the manuscript closely resembles the Harvard (author-date) format. However, to enhance consistency and meet formal journal requirements, minor adjustments could be made such as italicizing the journal name and standardizing punctuation. Some methodologies adopted need to be referenced too.
	

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


	The language quality is generally appropriate for a scientific audience, though minor grammatical errors and occasional awkward phrasing are noticeable. A careful proofreading and possible professional editing would help polish the manuscript and ensure it meets high standards of scholarly communication.
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