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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.


	This manuscript is important as it explores the development of a novel dairy-based product by incorporating jackfruit (Artocarpus heterophyllus L.) into steamed yogurt (Bhapa dahi).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The research title is generally good; however, it is recommended to refine it for better clarity and specificity. For example: ‘Sensory Evaluation of Jackfruit (Artocarpus heterophyllus L.)-based Bhapa Dahi (Steamed Yogurt)’
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	The abstract should be within the recommended length of 150–250 words and should comprehensively cover the essential components: Background, Problem statement, Objective(s), Methodology, Key Findings, and Implications/Conclusion. In its current form, the abstract only addresses the objectives and methodology. The background, problem statement, key findings, and implications are missing and should be added for completeness
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is well-written; however, several improvements are necessary. The introduction should include a clear Background, Problem statement, and Objectives. The literature review needs to be more comprehensive. The methodology must be presented clearly and precisely, demonstrating how the study refers to and builds upon previous research methods. The Results and Discussion should be structured appropriately, with the results presented first followed by the discussion. 
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