Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Microbiology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMB_147891

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effect of Storage Period on Sensory Attributes of Millet based Fortified Spread to Mitigate Hidden Hunger

	Type of the Article
	Research 


	PART  1: Comments
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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.


	The work is important as it demonstrates the feasibility of using locally available millets to create a sensory-acceptable, micronutrient-rich spread targeting hidden hunger—a major public health concern in developing regions. It offers a practical, low-cost formulation (T2: 50 g finger millet, 38 g barnyard millet, 5 g sweet potato, 2 g sesame, 5 g anjeer) with stable quality over 9 days, useful for community-level nutrition programs. The inclusion of storage and microbial data adds credibility to its application in real-world settings without refrigeration.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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.


	Yes
Clarify microbial count units (e.g., CFU/g).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound in design, with appropriate sensory, moisture, and microbial analyses. However, minor inconsistencies exist:

· Storage sampling intervals differ between methods (6th and 9th day) and results/abstract (0, 3, 6, 9 days).

· A critical typo states “90th day” in moisture results (should be 9th day).

· Tables are referenced but missing from the document.

· Control composition is undefined.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient (20 citations) and mostly recent (2010–2024), covering millet nutrition, hidden hunger, and food analysis methods.


	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Control (T0) composition undefined: No details on what T0 consists of (e.g., commercial spread, no millets, or different base).

· All data tables referenced but not included in the document.

· Abstract microbial range mismatch: Says “0.53×10² to 2.46×10⁴” but Table 3 shows up to 2.59×10⁴ (T0, day 9).

· “sweet potato were” → missing verb agreement (“sweet potatoes were”).
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