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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 is interesting; however, some sections are not properly structured. Though it projects to produce protein fortified cookies, the whole manuscript arrangement sells it short.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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 does not have a good chronological flow. A good abstract should have the following components: a brief introduction (1 or 2 sentences), methodology, results and conclusion. However, the methodology component of the abstract is missing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It needs further refinement to meet publication standards. The results especially the proximate doe not tally with the reported methodology. This should be looked into because there are discrepancies in the result section. Additionally, the manuscript was not properly discussed. There is a scarcity of information as regards the findings of other authors who have worked on similar projects, hence it is impossible to accurately ascertain the scientific soundness of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are not sufficient, most parts of the discussion were not cited and this should be looked into. Besides some referenced methodologies such as the AOAC 1995 has updated versions.
	

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


	It needs to be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript needs a major revision and technical check to meet publication standard.
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