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	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 topic is most relevant to the go back to importance of millet in diet. The local and agroclimatic resistant variety chosen is also highly appreciable. Comparing the nutritional value with major food grain i.e. rice, wheat and maize is well acceptable to understand the comparative nutritional status of the proso millet.  In short article is most relevant and reported in proper manner.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Word “selected variety” or “selected agroclimatic resistant variety” of proso millet” to be added, because four varieties are studied.

	

	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.


	Short the introduction part. Add the comparison of nutritional and antioxidant proso millet with staple cereals like wheat, maize and rice, that appraise its importance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it’s perfect. The methodology and results mentioned are properly written. The results are also compared with the references as and when required.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, its sufficient and recent (most of that are of 2020 to 2025). Some are old but that are on basic fact so it is acceptable. 
	

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


	The language is proper and easy to understand. It is also suitable for scientific literature.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research carried out is well verse with the present time. The way of presentation, language and references are also quoted and discuss well. 
In abstract, shorten the introduction part and add the comparison of proso millet with staple cereals. In the title, add “selected variety” or “selected agroclimatic resistant variety”. Rest is fine enough to be have.
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