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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 explores an important area of sustainable food processing, namely, the utilization of mango seed, a commonly discarded by-product as a source of edible oil in bakery applications. Such studies help in reducing agro-industrial waste, promoting circular economy, and providing alternatives to conventional fat sources in food formulations. The sensory and proximate analyses provide evidence of consumer acceptability and nutritional potential, which can be useful for both researchers and industry practitioners. The work thus contributes to the developing field of study in literature on value-addition of fruit processing by-products.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and specific. However, it could be slightly refined to:
“Extraction of Mango Seed Oil and its Application in Cookie Formulation: A Sustainable Approach.”
This would highlight both the extraction and product development aspects.
	

	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 is well structured and informative. Nevertheless, it would benefit from:

· Adding a sentence on proximate composition results, since these are a core part of the findings.

· Clarifying the sample size and type of sensory panel to enhance scientific transparency.
These additions would make the abstract more comprehensive.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is technically sound. The methodology for oil extraction, cookie preparation, sensory evaluation, and proximate analysis is adequately described. Results are presented clearly with appropriate tables. The discussion, however, occasionally introduces unrelated content (e.g., yam-based snacks) which should be revised to focus on mango seed oil cookies only. Ensuring that comparisons remain directly relevant would strengthen the scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include both older and recent works. A few more recent citations (2022–2024) focusing specifically on edible oil substitution in baked goods and sustainability of food by-products would enhance currency. For example, papers on alternative lipid sources in bakery or mango by-product valorization are missing that may be added for further discussion.
	

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


	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and syntactical issues exist (e.g., cookies were prepared. Sensory analysis:” could be merged for smoother flow). A light language edit would improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures or graphs summarizing sensory evaluation results could be added for better visualization.

The conclusion is concise but could also include a note on potential industrial application and future research (e.g., shelf-life studies, nutritional profiling in detail).
Recommendation: Minor Revision
The manuscript is scientifically robust and relevant but requires (i) removal of extraneous comparisons in discussion, (ii) slight enrichment of abstract and conclusion, and (iii) minor language refinement.
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