Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	European Journal of Nutrition & Food Safety 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_EJNFS_144622

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	DEVELOPMENT AND NUTRITIONAL ANALYSIS OF FERMENTED MORINGA-ENRICHED CRACKERS: A NUTRIENT-DENSE ALTERNATIVE SNACK

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	To the best of my understanding of this manuscript, the study was designed to give information on the enhancement of the functional properties and nutritional value of crackers by partially replacing refined wheat flour with multigrain millet flour and enriching them with moringa. This will provide the locals with a better alternative with enhanced nutritional content.

 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It would be yes, if more information about the nutritional pack is included in the manuscript.
	

	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.


	Not really, 
Detail information has been provided in the comment to the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Well, If more details are provided, the study based the presentation only on Trail 1 proximate composition and sensory evaluation, this is not enough for the claim
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, however, they needed to be well referenced.
	

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


	Yes, there is room for improvement on the tenses.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The abstract is needed to be structured clearly. 
The introduction/ literature review should be summarised

The methodology should not include the result. Figure 1 should be the result.

Results should not repeat the methods, the proximate for the 3 groups should be presented.

There should also be comparison between the commercial and the laboratory / enhanced product.

The discussion should not repeat the result.

The conclusion should give a summary of the research and recommendation. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Ayowole Victor Atere, Federal University of Technology, Nigeria

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

