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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 study developed protein-enriched biscuits by incorporating varying levels of Drynaria quercifolia rhizome powder, finding that a 10% inclusion yielded the highest sensory acceptability while enhancing nutritional value and maintaining product safety.
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	The current title "Development of Protein Enriched Drynaria quercifolia Biscuits to Enhance Human Health" is clear but could be made more concise and scientific. Suggested alternative title "Development and Nutritional Evaluation of Protein-Enriched Biscuits Incorporating Drynaria quercifolia Rhizome Powder"
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	The abstract provides a good summary but needs grammatical corrections, more quantitative results, and clarification on methodology/statistics.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a relevant and novel concept incorporating Drynaria quercifolia rhizome powder into biscuits for nutritional enhancementbut it has several scientific and methodological issues that need to be addressed before it can be considered scientifically sound.
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	The article’s language is generally clear and understandable, but it requires moderate editing to meet scholarly communication standards
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