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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.


	The manuscript holds some promise with respect to improving the overall nutritional health of people who consume instant noodles, especially children. The findings of the work, if implemented, can contribute significantly to import reduction of wheat in the country that depends heavily on importation. It also promotes dietary diversification which enhances human health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable; it does not require any modification.
	

	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 content of the abstract included development of noodles from the composite flours, but it was not indicated in the methodology. I suggested that the author(s) should expunge that aspect from the abstract, as it is misleading. The abstract is more than 250 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the in-text references are not omitted on the reference page. However, the sources are recent, commendable.
	

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


	The language used in the work is suitable; the communication flows.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work is generally sound, well articulated.
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