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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.


	The work is relevant because it is dedicated to the creation of new convenient food products with increased nutritional and functional value. The combination of legumes and cereals in the premix corresponds to modern trends in nutrition. The proposed approach is based on the development of a quick-dissolving premix using traditional ingredients, which contributes to a balanced intake of proteins, vitamins and minerals.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	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 article describes the topic, ingredients, and results well, but needs a clearer definition of the purpose of the study in the introduction or abstract.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes

	

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


	The authors mention the use of a 9-point hedonic scale, but do not indicate the number of respondents (experts and students), do not provide statistical analysis (means, standard deviations), and do not explain why sample B was better. Does not correspond to the scientific style of “all equipment and chemicals were used carefully. There is also no analysis of cost, profitability or comparison with similar products on the market. The description of aluminum foil is too long and repeats known facts. It is not explained why protein improves sensory properties, how this will affect further industrial application. The conclusion is more like a short result or even an advertising description than a scientific conclusion
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