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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.


	Overall, this manuscript titled “CHEMICAL AND FUNCTIONAL PROPERTIES OF CHIN-CHIN FROM WHEAT, SOYBEAN AND MILLET BLENDS” presents an interesting research idea and provides some valuable insights on this topic as it touches on human life, society, food security and economy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript could be improved to "Improving the chemical and functional properties of chin chin using wheat, soybean, and millet mixtures" to more accurately reflect the purpose 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.


	Good but the manuscript does not contain the keywords
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, with some comments mentioned below.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. I believe that some references cited by the author in the manuscript are considered outdated. These references were cited for general information and could be replaced with more recent references. For example, the first reference in the introduction dates back to 2002, and we are in late 2025. This also applies to the other references in the introduction.

2. All references cited in the results and discussion are by the same researcher, "Emojorho," which raises suspicion.
3. All references in the manuscript are not written in the correct scientific style recognized worldwide.

4. The same reference may not be used in two consecutive paragraphs.

5. The references must be standardized in the reference list.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is good. However, it is necessary to review it linguistically, as it requires linguistic revision in some of its paragraphs, along with checking and correcting spelling errors. In general, there are spelling errors throughout the manuscript that must be reviewed linguistically.
	

	Optional/General comments


	After carefully reviewing the manuscript, there are some areas where it needs to be critically addressed and improved. Therefore, I recommend that the manuscript undergo significant and necessary revisions, amendments, and clarifications before publication, by considering the following comments:

• Materials and Methods:

1) The country should be mentioned in the "Source of raw materials" section.

2) All references in the body of the manuscript are not written in the correct, internationally recognized scientific style.

3) Figures 1 and 2 need better artistic production.

4) In the "Preparation of soybean flour" section, the unit of measurement mentioned for mesh size is incorrect.

5) Were other chin-chin ingredients considered? And do they interact with the flour used?

6) In the "Preparation of chin-chin" section, the author mentions the use of vegetable shortening but does not specify the type of shortening. The type of shortening from which the plant was extracted should be mentioned as a source in the event that the study is repeated. 7) In the "Data and Experimental Design" section, the author did not mention the type and version number of the statistical software used in the statistical analysis of the manuscript.

• Results and Discussion

1) When writing the results, write the description, then refer to the table, followed by the table itself.

2) Tables 2 and 3 should include a key for the abbreviations and letters in the tables below the table, in addition to the unit of measurement used.

3) The ±SD value in Tables 2 and 3 is suspiciously low.

How were the soybean and millet ratios used in the study determined? Were they based on previous studies or were they chosen randomly by the author?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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