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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	  It is a good manuscript to showcase the relevance of using the local crops to sustain economic viability of the developing countries. This may serve as an alternative to reduce the burden of higher expenses incurred in importing wheat from other countries. This manuscript shows that wheat replacement with taro-corm in traditional pastries is accepted well among the consumers, so this will boost the utilization of local crops paving a way to increase product development using local agricultural produces.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I would like to suggest an alternative title as “Formulation and organoleptic characterization of traditional pastries made from a composite flour of wheat (Triticum aestivum) type 45 - taro corm (Colocasia esculenta) cultivars "Fouê" and "Yatan”
	

	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 needs to be consistent with the title regarding the using of word ‘pastries or bakery products’. It will be more comprehensive with the inclusion of the method of sensory analysis.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Subsections and structures of the manuscript needs to be modified. This is a suggestion. Materials and methods- 2.1 Procurement of raw materials can be given. 2.2.2. Formulation of wheat-taro composite flours. 2.2.3. Preparation of traditional pastries 2.2.4.1. Remove the sub-tile  

 2.3. Data Analysis. Subsections in the results need to relook again.

	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript needs to undergo sound statistically analysis. The authors need to clarify on the type of statistical analysis performed for extraction of results. How did you conclude the significant differences observed in your study?  Did any significant differences observe in terms of acceptability of the products? If possible 3 or 4 figures can be combined into single figures, so that it can be concise and comprehensive when writing the results. Therefore, there is a need to revised again the statistically analysis. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	Kindly relook at reference no.4 and 14. There is no recent references and should include recent references.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Minor revision is required.

Combine table III, IV and V if possible. The word ‘witness’ is used in the manuscript and sometimes it is ‘control’, therefore, use the word ‘control’ instead of ‘witness’ and have consistency in words. Title says traditional dishes however in the text the word pastry is used, therefore, use the word dishes or pastries only and have consistency.
In Table II, abbreviation of FCF Foue and FCY Yatan should be used in footnote instead of text of the table. In the results section, kindly relook again the subsections, headings, text and make it a comprehensive and concise result. This will be easy to understand the results. The language of the article is somehow suitable for scholarly communications however, minor revision is needed in the text to be more scientifically relevant.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Why is the taro powder from the cultivar ‘Foue ‘is darker red in colour? What kind of chemical changes occurred in production of taro powder to get this colour?
The manuscript is scientifically relevant in this present scenario. It is a good attempt to use local crops. If possible, highlight the nutrient composition of composite wheat-taro flour in text to help in understanding the nutritionally point of view.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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