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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.


	Research on the nutritional value of traditional foods has gained increasing attention in recent years, in line with the growing awareness of their role not only in preserving local culture and wisdom but also in contributing to food security. The manuscript (Ms_EJNFS_142783), which focuses on mumu products (traditional cereal-based foods) hold strong relevance to this discourse. The findings are presented in a systematic manner and demonstrate that the combination of roasted maize, toasted roselle seeds, and carrot flour in the formulation significantly enhances the nutritional quality of mumu. These results provide a valuable foundation for further studies, particularly those exploring aspects of packaging, shelf life, and sensory characteristics of the product.
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	The abstract is comprehensive according to the template
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From the perspective of food science and technology, this manuscript demonstrates scientific merit, however, it requires further clarification and revision in certain areas:

1. The stated research objective indicates the use of defatted peanuts, which needs to be clearly justified or corrected.

2. In Figure 1, the milling and sieving process should logically result in roasted maize flour, while in Figure 2, the process should yield toasted roselle seed flour.
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