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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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides novel insights into the proximate composition and in-vitro digestibility kinetics of resistant starches from underutilized crops such as Bambara groundnut and Pearl millet. By highlighting the contrasting effects of acetylation on these starches, the study contributes to a better understanding of how chemical modification influences nutritional quality and functional properties. Such findings are valuable for developing functional foods, especially in the context of managing metabolic disorders like diabetes through low-glycemic starch sources. Moreover, the work supports food security initiatives by promoting the use of underutilized legumes and cereals, offering alternative starch sources with industrial and nutritional applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Proximate Analysis and In-vitro Digestibility Kinetics of Resistant Starch of Bambara Groundnut and Pearl Millet,” is clear and relevant, but it can be refined to make it more concise, engaging, and reflective of the work.
	

	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 abstract of your article is quite comprehensive, as it clearly presents the objective, methodology (proximate and in-vitro digestibility analysis), key results for both Bambara groundnut and Pearl millet, and the main conclusion highlighting their divergent responses to acetylation. It also includes keywords, which is helpful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of methodology, data presentation, and interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in your manuscript are adequate and largely relevant, covering key areas such as resistant starch, acetylation, proximate analysis, and digestibility behavior. Several important sources from 2000–2023 are cited, including recent works on Bambara groundnut, pearl millet, and starch modifications. This shows that the manuscript is well-grounded in the literature.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally clear, formal, and understandable, making it suitable for scholarly communication. The scientific terms (e.g., proximate composition, resistant starch, acetylation, digestibility kinetics) are used correctly, and the overall structure follows standard academic conventions with abstract, introduction, methods, results, discussion, and conclusion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript addresses an important and underexplored area of research by focusing on resistant starches derived from underutilized crops (Bambara groundnut and Pearl millet), which is highly relevant for food security, nutrition, and functional food development.

2. The comparative approach—highlighting divergent responses of BG and PM to acetylation—adds significant value to the existing literature on starch modification.
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