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	Nutritive and value-addition properties of Foxtail millet: a mini-review

Reviewer Comments

The present manuscript discusses about nutritional potential, processing, bioactive compounds, and health implications of foxtail millet. The topic is relevant in today’s scenario due to increasing global interest in millets and functional foods due to their health benefits. However, to improve clarity and scientific structure the manuscript needs substantial revision as per the suggestions given below:

1. Revise the title of the manuscript to make it more specific and better representative of the content covered in the manuscript.

2. Remove the unnecessary details form the abstract like extensive listing of compounds and instead focus on thematic conclusions.

3. Abstract should follow the structured format like – Background of the study, Objective of the study, key findings, and conclusions within 150 words.

4. In introduction section provide clear rationale for the review.

5. In introduction section give more emphasise on literature gap addressed in this review and clearly state the objectives. 

6. Reorganize the manuscript into clear, labelled thematic sections as suggested below:

· Introduction

· Nutritional composition

· Bioactive compounds and health benefits

· Processing and value addition

· Functional foods application

· Future scope and research gaps

· Conclusion

7. Manuscript requires through grammatical error and reformation of sentences.

8. Check for improper citations in the text for example: some claims are over-cited with repeated authors whereas some quantitative claims lack citations.

9. Discuss table 1 and 2 in the text for better integration.

10. Clear discrimination between discussion and conclusion is required, conclusion section must summarize the key findings, relevance, limitations, and future scope.

Overall Recommendation: Major Revision Required as per the Journal Standard before final acceptance.
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