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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.


	The authors worked on novel idea of making Gluten free bakery product with Red seaweed Gracilaria spp. I appreciate the authors' efforts in presenting this paper in a well-structured manner. They have compiled all the essential information and thoughtfully highlighted the existing research gaps. However, there are a few minor errors that need to be addressed for improved clarity and consistency. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is too generic and lacks scientific precision.
Suggestion: Use a more specific and academic title like " OPTIMIZATION OF GLUTEN-FREE BAKERY PRODUCTS ENRICHED WITH RED SEAWEED (GRACILARIA SPP)" for clarity and professionalism.

	

	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, It is written well but few minor suggestions viz.,
The authors should write scientific name of Red seaweed in proper manner i.e. either italic or underline 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES, But the authors must ensure that the resolution of figures must be 600 dpi
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and updated.  
Suggestion: Add a reliable scientific reference to substantiate the health claims and ensure credibility.
 
	

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


	language/English is too generic and lacks scientific precision. 
Suggestion: Add scientific words and temperament to explain the manuscript. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely challenge in the field. The current version, however, presents several shortcomings, particularly in defining the research gap, justifying the study's rationale and maintaining logical flow.
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