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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it explores the nutritional enhancement of a common food staple, pasta, using a non-traditional ingredient, mahua flowers. This research contributes to food science by providing a methodology for creating nutrient rich products from underutilized local resources, which could benefit public health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title clearly indicating the research area and easy to undestand
	

	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.


	Yes, The abstract is comprehensive. It clearly states the study's aim, methodology (RSM), key findings on optimal ingredient ratios for both fresh and dried pulp, and the resulting nutritional and sensory benefits. It provides a good summary of the entire manuscript's content, which is essential for an abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and the methodology and results are perfect.
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	The references appear to be sufficient, with several citations from recent years, indicating the authors have considered recent literature.
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	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communications.
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