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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 investigates the effect of baking powder levels and dough resting time on the proximate composition, color, texture, spread ratio, and sensory attributes of pearl millet–based biscuits. The topic is relevant to cereal science and food product development, particularly in the context of promoting millet-based bakery products as healthier alternatives to wheat-based products. The experimental design involving two processing variables (baking powder level and resting time) is appropriate, and the study provides useful data for formulation optimization. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Partially, yes. And the Author suggested to replace the word Level in the title with appropriate word for amount description…. Effect of Baking Powder Levels
The title is generally suitable and reflects the main variables and outcomes studied with minor correction.


	

	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 informative but can be improved for clarity and balance.
· Reduce repetition and contradictory phrases ………. little effect …. significant influence.

· Include 1–2 key quantitative outcomes such as range of spread ratio or hardness values to strengthen clarity.

· The originality statement is weak and repetitive

No message or meaning of the paragraph under Abstract saying Originality??? Better if removed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes, with minor clarification need.
· Statistical analysis using two-way ANOVA is suitable; however, interpretation of non-significant results needs to be more cautious and consistent.

· Some mechanistic explanations such as protein increase due to ammonium bicarbonate require more careful justification. The correlation between the two? Protein????


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Relevant and excellent. NO ADDITIONAL REFERENCE IS NEEDED.
	

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


	· The manuscript contains REPETLTDLY grammatical errors, awkward sentence construction, repetition, and inconsistent terminology.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript requires substantial revision before publication. Several issues are noted related to clarity of objectives, experimental justification, statistical interpretation, language quality, redundancy, and scientific rigor in discussion. Some conclusions are not fully supported by the statistical results presented.
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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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