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	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 about probiotic fortification of Ambil that is a local dish prepared from finger millet flour. The manuscript may be of interest for international community if internationally understandable terminology is used e.g. curd or yogurt instead of Dahi; Indian Rupee instead of Rs. Etc.
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	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Change Analyses instead of Analysis.
	

	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.


	First sentence may be modified to “The present study was conducted to assess the quality parameters of Finger millet-based probiotic Ambil incorporated with probiotic Dahi containing Lactobacillus casei.” Write the full currency name, only Rs. is confusing, it may be Indian Rs. or Pakistani Rs. or so.

Abstract lacks the numeric values of chemical results even for the best treatment. 
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	Manuscript needs thorough revision. Figures are not understandable. There are no titles for X and Y axis. 
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	References are not recent. A lot of work on probiotic is recently in progress, but the authors quoted the references of 1975 and 2002 etc.
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