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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This manuscript addresses two significant contemporary issues: the sustainable utilization of dairy industry by-products and the development of healthier functional foods. The study provides a practical solution for valorizing paneer whey, reducing environmental pollution, while simultaneously creating a functional beverage that aligns with consumer demand for natural, low-glycemic index products. The research offers valuable, empirically-derived data on formulation optimization, nutritional profile, and production cost, which is directly applicable for dairy processors and contributes to the field of food science and technology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript
	

	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 comprehensive. It outlines the objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is well-described and follows standard procedures for dairy product analysis (referencing Indian Standards). The experimental design (CRD with replications) is appropriate. The results are presented clearly with statistical analysis, and the discussion logically interprets the findings in the context of existing literature.
	

	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 include a mix of journal articles and theses relevant to the field. However, most references are from 2015 or earlier. Including more recent reviews or studies (from the last 5 years) on probiotic beverages, whey valorization, or alternative sweeteners would strengthen the introduction and discussion.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. However, there are numerous grammatical typos, awkward phrasings, and issues with article usage throughout the manuscript. It requires thorough proofreading and editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The results for Titratable Acidity are presented in “Table 7”, but the text refers to “Table 6” in two places (Section 3.6). This must be corrected.
2. The formatting of charts and tables (e.g., “CHART 1”, “TABLE 1”) is inconsistent. Standardize to “Figure” and “Table” throughout.

3. In the cost analysis, it would be useful to briefly discuss the cost-effectiveness of the optimal formulation (T3 at Rs. 35.05/L) compared to similar commercial probiotic beverages to highlight its market potential.
The core research is scientifically sound, valuable, and well-structured. The required revisions are important but not fundamental to the study's integrity. They primarily involve:

1. Language Editing: Thorough proofreading for grammar and clarity.

2. Correcting Inconsistencies: Fixing the table reference error (Table 6/7 in section 3.6).

3. Include more recent studies (from the last 5 years) on probiotic beverages, or whey valorization to strengthen the introduction and discussion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No.
	


Reviewer details:

Maurice Wanyonyi, University of Embu, Kenya

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

