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	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 addresses the potential of Mucuna pruriens, an underutilized legume, as a valuable source of plant protein. Understanding how different processing methods affect its protein content, amino acid composition, and functional properties is important for improving its use in food products. Studies like this help expand knowledge on alternative and sustainable protein sources, which is increasingly relevant for food security and nutrition. The work therefore provides useful insights for researchers and food scientists interested in improving the nutritional and functional qualities of lesser-known legumes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable because it clearly reflects the key variables investigated in the study, namely protein content, amino acid profile, and functional properties of Mucuna pruriens seed flour under combined processing methods.
	

	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 generally summarizes the purpose, processing methods, and key findings of the study. It clearly indicates that the work focused on how combined bioprocessing and thermal treatments influence the protein content, amino acid profile, and functional properties of Mucuna pruriens seed flour.

However, it may be helpful to briefly state the overall objective of the study more clearly at the beginning and slightly simplify the description of the processing conditions so that the abstract reads more smoothly. In addition, the authors could consider including one or two key numerical results to highlight the most important findings of the work. Minor editing to reduce long sentences would also improve readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and addresses an important topic related to the nutritional and functional improvement of Mucuna pruriens through processing methods. The experimental procedures, such as protein determination, amino acid analysis, and functional property evaluation, follow commonly used analytical approaches in food science research. The results are generally presented in a logical manner and supported with relevant literature.

However, a few areas could benefit from clarification. Some methodological details could be described more clearly, and minor inconsistencies between the methods and results sections should be carefully checked. Improving the explanation of certain results in the discussion would also strengthen the scientific presentation of the study


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally adequate and include several relevant studies on Mucuna pruriens, legume processing, and functional properties of seed flours. The list also contains a mix of classical references and some recent publications, which helps support the background and discussion of the study.

However, the authors may consider including a few more recent studies (2023–2024) on the nutritional composition and functional properties of Mucuna pruriens and other underutilized legumes to further strengthen the literature review


	

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


	Yes it is suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Omolara Jemimah Ojezele, Federal College of Animal Health and Production Technology, Nigeria
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

