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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 “Development and Evaluation of Functional Buttermilk enriched with Foxtail millet (Setaria italica), Rock Salt, and Black Cumin (Nigella sativa)”, presents a novel approach to enhancing the nutritional and functional properties of traditional buttermilk by incorporating foxtail millet, rock salt, and black cumin—ingredients known for their health-promoting attributes. It contributes to the scientific community by bridging traditional dietary practices with modern functional food development, offering insights into formulation, sensory acceptability, and potential health benefits. The study supports sustainable agriculture and value addition by utilizing underexploited crops like foxtail millet, aligning with current trends in climate-resilient and health-oriented food systems. Moreover, it opens avenues for further research in nutraceuticals and functional beverages tailored to regional preferences and nutritional needs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Development and Evaluation of Functional Buttermilk enriched with Foxtail millet (Setaria italica), Rock Salt, and Black Cumin (Nigella sativa)”, is informative and reflects the core components of the study. However, it can be refined for clarity, conciseness, and scientific impact. A more streamlined and engaging alternative might be 

· Development of a Functional Buttermilk Beverage Enriched with Foxtail Millet and Medicinal Spices

· Innovative Buttermilk Formulation Using Foxtail Millet, Rock Salt, and Nigella sativa: A Functional Approach


	

	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 informative and well-structured, but a few refinements could enhance its clarity, scientific rigor, and alignment with journal standards.

· Replace "Study design" with "Experimental Design" or "Design of Study" for better alignment with scientific conventions.

· Correct minor errors like “inorporated” → “incorporated”.

· Revise “Followed by, rock salt was incorporated…” to “Subsequently, rock salt (1.0%) and black cumin seed powder (1.0%) were added.”

· Consider breaking the methodology into clearer steps or using semicolons for better readability. (Example: “Cow milk (fat 3.5%, SNF 8.5%) was fortified with 5% foxtail millet flour and heat-treated at 90 °C for 5 minutes; cooled to 37 °C; inoculated with 2% Lactococci culture…”)

· The sentence in result “achieved highest overall acceptability (8.45), then control (8.06)” could be rephrased for clarity:
→ “The optimized formulation achieved the highest overall acceptability score (8.45), surpassing the control (8.06).”

· Consider emphasizing the conclusion like broader implications:
→ “This formulation demonstrates potential for commercial application as a health-oriented dairy beverage, combining traditional ingredients with functional benefits.”

· Include a brief note on statistical analysis if performed (e.g., ANOVA, significance level).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, with:

· A clear and relevant research objective, methodology was given in manuscript 
· Proper experimental design and replication (n=3)

· Use of statistical tools (CD at P = 0.05)

· Clear tabular presentation

· Relevant literature comparisons

· Logical and evidence-based conclusions


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current references are largely sufficient and relevant. Incorporating the suggested recent studies would further strengthen the manuscript’s alignment with contemporary research trends in functional dairy beverages and broaden its scientific impact.

· Saranya V et al. (2023) Development of Functional Buttermilk with Freeze-Dried Moringa oleifera Leaf Powder, The Pharma Innovation Journal.

· Hency Rose et al. (2024) Arthrospira platensis Fortified Spiced Buttermilk. Journal of Veterinary and Animal Sciences
· Nagesh B M et al. (2024), Development of Herbal Spiced Buttermilk, Journal of Scientific Research and Reports
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a clear and scientifically appropriate use of English. The language is suitable for scholarly communication, with accurate terminology and structured presentation. Minor grammatical refinements and stylistic polishing are recommended to enhance clarity and fluency, particularly in the introduction and methods sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The Sentence structure with minor issues in punctuation and article usage (e.g., “the development of functional buttermilk” could be refined to “development of the functional buttermilk”) can be corrected 

· Occasional repetition of phrasing (e.g., “the preparation of the development of functional buttermilk”) can be streamlined for better readability.

· Use past tense for completed experiments and present tense for general facts.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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