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	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 present manuscript makes a significant contribution to the scientific literature by providing experimental data on the nutritional, functional and mineral properties of composite flours obtained from orange-fleshed sweet potato and Pleurotus tuberregium sclerotium, an edible resource that has received comparatively little attention from the scientific community. The study demonstrates the potential of combining underutilized crops for the development of functional foods with established nutritional value and appropriate technological properties. The results of the study provide relevant information for researchers and the food industry interested in formulating gluten-free and nutrient-rich products.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is scientifically correct, but could be slightly improved. Slightly shorter version:
“Nutritional, functional and mineral properties of composite flour from orange-fleshed sweet potato and Pleurotus tuberregium”
	

	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 summary is characterized by clarity, coherence, thoroughness and informativeness. However, it is also somewhat protracted. It is evident that certain sentences are of considerable length and complexity. In order to enhance the readability of the text, it would be advisable to simplify these sentences and make them more fluid. Additionally, the conclusion could be formulated in a more concise manner. It is conceivable that a reduction in length could be effected without compromising the impact.

The sentence: The phrase "including 100% OFSP samples and control samples" is somewhat ambiguous (control samples = 100% OFSP?). It could be formulated more clearly or simplified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The present manuscript offers a well-structured investigation into the nutritional, functional and mineral properties of composite flours obtained from orange-fleshed sweet potato and Pleurotus tuberregium sclerotium. The subject is pertinent to the development of functional foods and the valorization of underutilized crops. The methodology employed is deemed appropriate, and the results are generally consistent and well interpreted. Nevertheless, minor clarifications and adjustments are required: 

· It is imperative to establish a precise definition of control samples.

· It is recommended that the term 'approximate properties' be replaced by 'proximal composition' throughout the manuscript. 

· The section entitled Conclusions could be slightly condensed in order to avoid excessive repetition of results. In this section, a minor contradiction appears: the statement ", a consistent decrease was observed in the mineral profile" is made, but the summary shows that the total mineral density was higher in the composite flours. This issue requires further elucidation.
	

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

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


	The article under review demonstrates a linguistic quality that is appropriate for academic discourse.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study focused on proximate, functional and mineral analysis, without evaluating specific bioactive compounds (e.g. β-carotene, polyphenols or antioxidants), which are relevant for the definition of functional foods. From this point of view, a limited interpretation of the functional results should be made.
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