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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 present study provides experimental evidence on how roasting treatments can improve the functional value and food applicability of African breadfruit seeds (T. africana). The analysis of functional properties (water and oil absorption capacity, swelling power, gelation, emulsification, etc.) provides essential information for the formulation of functional foods, such as cookies, bread or other bakery products. The employment of RSM methodology in the identification of optimal roasting conditions facilitates the establishment of reproducible parameters that can be applied in an industrial context, thereby reducing losses and enhancing the quality of the final product.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly correct but needs to be taxonomically corrected: Treculia africana, the title reads: Treculiar Africana (double mistake: genus + capital letter). 

Recommended variant: Influence of roasting on the functional properties of Treculia africana seeds (African breadfruit)
	

	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 well structured, with statistical methods and functional parameters mentioned. The results are presented numerically, but further clarifications are required: 
- Treculia africana is not a legume.
- It is imperative that abbreviations are employed consistently throughout the abstract. For instance, the initials “SW” should be used, followed by “SC” in the results.
- Desirability indices are mentioned twice, but are not explained, are not clearly correlated with the objective of the study.
- The abstract also mentions steaming and fermentation, which are not part of the main study on roasting. It should be clear that only roasting was investigated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study provides scientific data which suggests that T. africana seeds can be used as a functional ingredient in accessible and nutritious food products, thereby having implications for food security.

Recommendations:

· It is imperative that the parameters of roasting are standardised throughout the manuscript, with particular attention given to the temperature and time settings.

· It is imperative that mention of steaming and fermentation is omitted if they are not integral components of the experiment.

· It is imperative that the scientific name and plant family are corrected.

· It is imperative that the same abbreviations are used for all functional parameters.

· It is imperative to provide a comprehensive explanation of the role and limitations of the desirability index.

· It is imperative that the sensory evaluation is detailed, or alternatively, it must be stated that this is a preliminary evaluation.

· It is imperative to ensure that there is consistency between the abstract, conclusions and results.
	

	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. A mere three of the items are more than 25 years of age.
	

	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.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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