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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write few sentences regarding the importance this manuscript for scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The article subject is Novel and important for food industry, but Rigorous and Robust scientific evaluation
is needed for wide acceptability in scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Abstract is not comprehensive. rewrite background, need of study ,aim,material and methods and results in simple form. add keywords also.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Subsection and structure of article is appropriate, but content needs more relevant references.
	

	Please write few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	1. Aim of the study was not clearly mentioned(Whether it is preparation of fortified rice cake or Phytochemical analysis or Sensory evaluation or Sponge cake adverse impact?

2. Ingredients authentification and standardization is must before food product development.

3. Lacking of Nutrional and caloric values of fortified rice cake?

4. Eligibility criteria (inclusion and exclusion )of untrained peoples for sensory evaluation was not mentioned anywhere and lacking of their written consent.

5. Taste of fortified rice cake?

6. Change and rewrite Discussion with relevant medical literature of cake and also discuss the strength and limitation of your fortified rice cake with standard available cake.

7. Overall article subject is Novel but Rigorous and robust scientific evaluation was missing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.
-
	
Add 2-3 recent references to validate your discussion and results.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Launguage/English quality is overall good and medium level.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Final comment : Acceptable after modification and fulfilling the changes.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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