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	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 manuscript affords relevant findings inside the discipline of protein-fortified cereal products and meals shelf-existence evaluation. Background information on legumes and protein enrichment is powerful and properly referenced. The cause for deciding on soybean and pea is satisfactorily justified. Data presentation is complete and logically structured. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and reflects the work.
	

	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 correctly summarizes methods and most important findings; but: encompass specific numerical modifications for key shelf-existence signs (TPC, FFA, and PV) to bolster readability. Define permissible limits in brief or provide reference requirements. Avoid lengthy sentences; improve conciseness. Add statistical importance where applicable.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript gives scientifically sound paintings; but, several major upgrades are had to make stronger its rigor, clarity, and completeness. Introduction: although the historical past statistics is relevant, the segment requires deeper justification supported by means of up to date literature, the research hole ought to be explicitly articulated on the cease of the introduction and a concluding paragraph summarizing the studies objectives, ideally in bullet format, ought to be brought for clarity. Methodology: The techniques seem usually good enough, but a few crucial details for reproducibility are missing, specify the packaging material used and the precise garage situations (temperature and relative humidity), as these elements significantly influence shelf-existence stability and make clear whether sensory panellists received education. Results and discussion: The outcomes are systematically supplied; but, interpretation must be advanced, while discussing microbiological and chemical protection signs (TPC, FFA, PV), include fashionable permissible limits (e.g., FSSAI requirements) to contextualize the values, support the mechanistic motives, including: why increasing moisture results in texture softening, how lipid oxidation affects colour deterioration and flavour quality, and so forth. Conclusion and future Scope: A dedicated end phase must be introduced summarizing key findings, the anticipated shelf-life of the formulated crackers, and implications for realistic utility, include boundaries of the contemporary examine and outline future guidelines, which include incorporation of antioxidants, advanced packaging techniques, vacuum sealing, or extended storage durations. Therefore, addressing those comments will beautify the clinical advantage, reproducibility, and practical relevance of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This section wishes to consider the subsequent points :ensure consistency in quotation formatting, affirm that all noted studies appear within the reference list and upload latest references on composite flour crackers and shelf-lifestyles acceleration
	

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


	Minor grammatical inconsistencies exist; edit for readability and conciseness. Use constant tense (beyond stressful for experiments). Keep away from repeating lengthy explanations throughout sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall recommendation: major Revisions wanted
The research topic is relevant and the experimentation appears legitimate. but, earlier than popularity, the manuscript requires: finishing touch of missing methodological information, more potent justification and dialogue supported with the aid of mechanisms and literature, alignment with magazine formatting necessities, inclusion of permissible restriction values, and improved clarity and conciseness throughout the text.
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