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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 addresses the formulation and standardization of moringa-enriched sorghum idli, combining the benefits of gluten-free grains and moringa leaves to enhance the nutritional profile of traditional idli. The work is significant for the scientific community because it promotes the development of functional foods tailored for populations with dietary restrictions (e.g., gluten intolerance and low glycemic index diets), as well as for those seeking healthier food options. By investigating sensory quality alongside proximate nutritional analysis, the study demonstrates how simple ingredient modifications in traditional recipes can yield products with improved acceptability and nutritional value, relevant for public health and food innovation. Additionally, the results pave the way for commercialization and wider adoption of nutritionally optimized, sustainable foods based on indigenous grains and plant sources.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, “FORMULATION AND STANDARDIZATION OF MORINGA ENRICHED SORGHUM IDLI,” accurately conveys the content, highlighting both the process aspect (“formulation and standardization”) and the nutritional themes. No change suggested; the title is clear and informative.
	

	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 organized: it sets out the health benefits of the ingredients, the objectives (formulation and evaluation), the key findings (sensory and nutritional improvements), and practical significance. To improve it further, consider adding explicit mention of the proximate composition results (protein, ash, moisture, fat) and the sensory panel’s findings, which directly support the dietary recommendations. Also, briefly clarifying why T2 was superior in both nutritional and sensory dimensions would further strengthen the summary.​


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows appropriate experimental design and methods for food science research (multiple trials, sensory panel, proximate and compositional analysis). Sensory evaluation uses established hedonic scales. The reporting is logical and the results are appropriately linked to previous literature, thereby upholding scientific rigor.​


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficiently recent and cover key aspects of idli fermentation, moringa nutrition, sorghum health benefits, and sensory evaluation. The inclusion of both recent and foundational works allows contextualization among contemporary research. Additional references related to consumer acceptance of nutritionally enhanced ethnic foods or clinical studies on moringa-enriched recipes could further reinforce the manuscript.
	

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


	The manuscript uses clear, scholarly English suitable for academic and scientific communication. Sentences are well-structured, technical terms are used appropriately, and overall readability is high. Minor grammatical edits and occasional clarification of ingredient sources or experimental steps may further enhance clarity.
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