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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.


	This study is significant to the scientific community as it demonstrates the potential of underutilized local crops to be transformed into nutritionally improved food products through targeted pre-processing techniques. By evaluating the combined effects of malting, toasting, and gelatinization on functional, nutritional, and sensory properties, the research expands existing knowledge in food science and processing technology. It also provides evidence-based solutions for reducing reliance on wheat while addressing protein-energy malnutrition and vitamin A deficiency. The findings offer valuable insights for researchers and food technologists working on sustainable, nutrition-focused product development using indigenous resources.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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 is quite long and dense, with complex sentences. Some parts could be simplified for clarity. While the conclusion mentions “valorization,” it could briefly state the broader significance (e.g., contribution to functional foods, local crop utilization, or nutritional improvement).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From the information provided, the manuscript appears scientifically correct, with valid methodology, plausible results, and appropriate conclusions. Minor improvements (clarifying experimental design, statistics, and terminology) would strengthen the rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the current references are foundational, but not sufficiently recent.
To reflect the latest advances and broader scientific context, the manuscript should include additional recent peer‑reviewed publications (2022–2025).
	

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


	Some sentences are too long and complex, which can reduce readability.

Minor grammatical errors, e.g., “these includes” → should be “these include”, “along anti-nutritional factors” → should be “along with anti-nutritional factors”.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Break long sentences into shorter, precise statements.

Standardize punctuation and capitalization.

Replace informal or vague phrases with precise academic language.

Use consistent tense (preferably past tense for methods/results, present tense for general statements).
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