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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.
	This manuscript's discussion of the nutritional and functional potential of underutilized agricultural resources, particularly premium cassava flour and mango seed flour. The study's development and analysis of composite flour-based crackers not only advances knowledge of sustainable food innovation but also offers a workable dietary strategy for type 2 diabetes management through α-amylase inhibition. The research shows enhanced antioxidant activity and nutritional enrichment in a popular snack form, which advances the expanding field of functional foods. By valuing native crops with therapeutic potential, the project also promotes local economic empowerment and food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear and reflects the scope of the manuscript
	

	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, the article's abstract covers the main findings, methods, objectives, and implications of the study. It can be strengthened in a few areas, though, in terms of completeness, clarity, and focus. Add specific data points selectively; the abstract contains too many numerical data points (percentages, mg values, etc.), which could overwhelm the reader. Keep only the most significant ones (e.g., α-amylase inhibition, highest protein percentage).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript shows a solid grasp of food science, nutrition, and the development of functional foods and is generally scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references, which cover research on diabetes, antioxidant activity, and nutrition, are generally adequate and relevant. But some of them are out of date, and the scientific foundation would be strengthened by including more recent references (2020–2024).
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript's English is partially suitable, but it requires moderate editing for academic tone, clarity, and grammar. Grammar mistakes, colloquial language, and inconsistent terminology contribute to the problems. To adhere to academic standards, a professional language edit is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Recommendation: Minor Revision
The manuscript provides a solid methodology, impactful and well-supported data, and clear conclusions that fulfill all stated objectives and add few latest references.
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