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	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 research offers valuable insights into low-cost, household-level processing of finger millet to enhance its nutritional profile. Given finger millet's high dietary fiber and micronutrient content, findings from this study contribute to improving dietary quality in resource-limited settings, with implications for food security and public health nutrition.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the study objectives.


	

	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 informative, but it would benefit from inclusion of numerical results (e.g., percentage changes in protein, fiber) and Clarify the practical implications of the findings (e.g., optimal soaking conditions for nutrient retention) to better highlight key results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound with appropriate methodology and statistical analysis. Minor clarifications are needed.

**Introduction  

- Add a clear hypothesis or research question to guide the study.  

**Materials and Methods 

- Add: Sample sizes, water temperature, drying specifications.  

   - Clarify: Whether soaking water was changed during long durations.    

  - Specify the temperature and pH of soaking water, as these may affect results.  

  - Clarify the drying method (e.g., oven-drying, air-drying) and duration.  

  - Include ethical approval (if applicable) for data collection.  

**Results and Discussion  

- Strengths: Data are well-presented with statistical analysis. The discussion links results to prior studies.  

- Suggestions:  

  - Resolve the contradiction in moisture content trends (abstract vs. results).  

  - Discuss the mechanisms behind nutrient changes (e.g., enzymatic activity during soaking).  

  - Compare findings more critically with literature (e.g., why do some studies show opposite trends?).  

 *Tables and Figures*  

  - Label the flowchart (Fig. 1) more descriptively (e.g., "Schematic of finger millet processing").  

  - Use consistent units (e.g., "g/100g" or "%") in Table 1.  

**Conclusion

Strengths:Summarizes key findings concisely.  

 Suggestions:  

  - Highlight the optimal soaking duration/ratio for nutrient retention.  

  - Mention limitations (e.g., lack of anti-nutrient analysis) and future research directions.  

 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally appropriate, but minor formatting inconsistencies should be addressed and  should be unified and follow the journal guidelines
	

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


	The manuscript is readable but needs minor grammatical revisions for improved clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript contributes meaningfully to traditional food processing literature but requires revisions to strengthen its scientific rigor and clarity. I recommend acceptance after all major concerns are addressed, particularly:  

- Methodological transparency  

- Statistical completeness  

- Interpretation consistency.  
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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