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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 manuscript is good for the development of food product that supports the Sustainable Development Goals. It provides useful additional data for research development in the field of food technology, especially bakery. The recipe used in this study is very basic and has good potential to be further developed in future studies. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relative suitable.
	

	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 should clearly describe all analyses conducted and include the corresponding data to provide a complete overview of the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	My main concern is the Discussion section. The presentation of the tables (especially the use of notations to show significant differences between treatments) and the scientific arguments need to be strengthened. The discussion should be written in greater depth, supported by relevant theories, and some parts may require revision. The authors are encouraged to revise and strengthen this section accordingly.
	

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

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


	The quality of the English language is acceptable. It is not perfect but clearly understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is written relatively well. However, further improvements are needed to enhance its depth, detail, and consistency. In particular, the Discussion section requires significant revision to meet the minimum standards for publication.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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