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	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.

	This manuscript contributes valuable insights into the nutritional composition and consumer acceptability of Dakuwa produced from Digitaria iburua (Fonio). Fonio is an underutilized cereal with significant potential for promoting food security and dietary diversity in sub-Saharan Africa. The study enhances understanding of its nutritional potential and consumer perception, supporting ongoing efforts to diversify traditional food products and encourage the use of indigenous grains in functional food development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes. The title accurately reflects the content and purpose of the study. It is clear, concise, and specific to the main variables analyzed. Suggested minor improvement (optional): The phrase “Developed from Digitaria iburua (Fonio)” could be rephrased to “Formulated from Digitaria iburua (Fonio grains)” for improved clarity.
	

	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 generally clear and informative. It summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings effectively. However, it would benefit from: Including specific numerical results (e.g., proximate composition, sensory scores). A concluding statement highlighting the potential application or recommendation for further research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is scientifically sound and follows standard analytical and sensory evaluation procedures. The experimental design, data presentation, and interpretation appear logical and appropriate. However, the methodology section could be strengthened by specifying sample sizes, replication details, and statistical tests applied.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly adequate and relevant. However, the author may consider including more recent studies (within the last 5 years) on fonio-based or millet-based product development and sensory evaluation to support the discussion section.
Suggested additional references:

Bello et al. (2020). Nutritional composition and functional properties of fonio grains and derived products.

Okafor & Ukeyima (2021). Consumer acceptability of traditional snacks developed from underutilized cereals.
	

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

	The manuscript is generally well-written, but minor grammatical and formatting corrections are recommended. Certain sections, especially in the discussion, could be restructured for clarity and conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall, the paper presents interesting and relevant findings on the use of fonio in traditional snack development. The novelty lies in combining nutritional profiling with sensory evaluation for a culturally relevant product. With minor improvements in abstract detail, statistical presentation, and reference updating, the manuscript will make a valuable contribution to food and nutrition research.

The manuscript demonstrates scientific validity and practical relevance. Recommended for minor revision, focusing on abstract enrichment, reference updating, and minor grammatical editing 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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