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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.


	The manuscript is important as it explores the incorporation of dragon peel, an underutilized agro-industrial by-product, in the fibre-rich functional biscuit production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not suitable as it only mentions the development of fibre-rich biscuits without any analysis that was carried out. My title suggestions are;
“Development and Characterization of Fiber-Rich Biscuit Using Dragon Fruit Peel Powder”

“Nutritional and Organoleptic Evaluation of Fiber-Rich Biscuit Fortified with Dragon Fruit peel”
	

	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 focuses mainly on results without broader significance. Percentages (30, 40, and 50%) should be written as “30%, 40%, and 50%. Grammar and style issues were also observed. Searchable phrases such as Fibre-Rich biscuit, Dragon fruit peel, Industrial by-product, Functional food, Dietary fibre,  are better keywords
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The introduction has some flaws, including grammatical errors and subject-verb agreement issues that reduce readability. The presentation of results is descriptive, with repetitive statements and limited in-depth interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant, though some are outdated. Citation redundancy, missing key details, and inconsistent abbreviation of journal names were observed.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable; however, revisions are needed for grammar, conciseness, and scientific tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript present a critical study with potential contribution to functional food innovation. However, it require substantial revision in language, depth of discussion and statistical rigor
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