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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 work explore the incorporation of jackfruit pulp into Bhapa dahi, a traditional Indian steamed yogurt product. 

The study is relevant to the value addition of indigenous dairy products. It aligns with consumer demand for functional and novel dairy-based foods. The research methodology, data interpretation, and manuscript presentation are presented in a systematic manner.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title looks like too general and does not highlight the originality when saying “Study on…” Is the yogurt made from jackfruit pulp or kernel? The author(s) should specify. 

Suggestion: 

“Effect of Jackfruit (Artocarpus heterophyllus L.) pulp addition on the sensory quality of Steamed yogurt (Bhapa dahi)”
	

	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 too descriptive with the methods with details that normally belongs to the method section and not the abstract (like ratios, treatment codes, % sugar etc…). 

The abstract does not have a clear justification or background and not mention the sensory parameters evaluated (color, texture, flavour, acceptability …). 

The author(s) can cancel the sentence “The research study was conducted at the Dairy Science Laboratory of Department of Animal Husbandry and Dairy Science, College of Agriculture, Dapoli, Dist. Ratnagiri (M.S.)”. But starts with context or a sentence highlighting a background of the study. They should provide a concise methods and highlights on main findings. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Using jackfruit pulp to bring addition value in Bhapa dahi is relevant and valid, the study is focused only on sensory evaluation with small panellist (8-10 judges). This weaken scientific credibility. And no nutritional analysis or microbial quality etc… were done as expected in food science studies. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are too many local theses and very few recent peer-reviewed articles.

Authors should see the guidelines of the journal. 
	

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


	Yes. But needs some corrections because of many repetitive words in the sentences. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of experimental execution. But is scientifically weak because it’s too narrow (only sensory evaluation), panel size too small, poor literature support.
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