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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.


	· The research is important because it combines nutrition, innovation, sustainability, and scientific optimization to produce a novel food product with practical health and economic benefits.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	You can use this title: DEVELOPMENT AND OPTIMIZATION OF NUTRIENT-ENRICHED PASTA WITH MAHUA PULP, SEMOLINA, AND GUAR GUM USING RESPONSE SURFACE METHODOLOGY
RSM  is a technique so there is no need to make use of the term “technique”
	

	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 first sentence frames it as a review, but the rest describes an experimental study. Pick one tone
· The abstract must be organize based from simple introduction, objectives, methodology, and findings and not more than 210 words
· The abstract could close with a stronger conclusion/implication
· Some sentences are fragmented or abrupt
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper has a clear objective, proper use of RSM, specifically formulated, and it is nutritional and sensory focus. However, there are some points that needed refinement for scientific accuracy.
1. “Excellent nutritional profile” / “superior nutritional value”. Better: enhanced nutritional composition (notably in X and Y nutrients) compared to control pasta.
2. Ideal for consumption. (not clear statement) all foods are consumable.

3. The model explains the effect of the ingredients, BUT, this needs clarification.

4. Ambiguity between review and experiment
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	References are sufficient, however, there are references beyond 5 years already.
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	· Improve the grammar. 
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