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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 paper explores the development of a nutritious and culturally appropriate yam fasting snack. It provides valuable insights into food formulation, sensory evaluation, and consumer acceptance. This research contributes to research in functional foods, nutrition, and the sustainable use of underutilized crops.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate. But as per my suggestion it may slightly change as: Formulation, Preparation, and Sensory Evaluation of A Yam-Based Fasting Snack


	

	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 of the article is comprehensive; however abstract is informative but needs improvement for scientific writing standards
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound in terms of basic concepts and methodology, but a better scientific presentation is needed for a standard publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The cited references are adequate and up-to-date; authors are encouraged to include recent relevant studies to strengthen the manuscript. 
In addition, "et al." in the theoretical section should be italicized and follow the journal's guidelines and used consistently throughout the text.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript is well-structured and clear, requiring only minor improvements, such as a more concise summary, inclusion of sample size/statistical details, and some slight linguistic refinement for clarity.
2. It provides strong empirical evidence and makes an original contribution to the development of a nutritious yam-based fasting snack; only minor revisions are needed before publication.
3. “et al.” in theoretical sections should be italicized, following the journal’s guidelines, and used consistently throughout the text.
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