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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.
	The manuscript addresses a critical public health issue in developing countries by exploring the bio-fortification of staple foods like maize and beans. It provides valuable data on how integrating Orange-Fleshed Sweet Potato (OFSP) can significantly enhance the pro-vitamin A and mineral content of traditional puddings. This research contributes to the scientific understanding of "agile processing" as a method for rapid, nutrient-dense food development to combat micronutrient deficiencies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title "Fortification of Maize-Black-eyed beans pudding with Orange-Fleshed Sweet Potato for nutrient enhancement through Agile processing" is suitable. It clearly defines the scope, ingredients, and methodology of the study.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, covering the objectives, methods, and key results. It could be improved by explicitly stating the specific processing conditions used in the "agile processing" mentioned, rather than just the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. It employs a Completely Randomized Design (CRD) and uses standard AOAC (2021) methods for proximate and mineral analysis. The statistical analysis was performed using SPSS version 20 with a significance level of p≤0.05.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally recent, with many citations from 2020 to 2024 (e.g., Okaka 2024, Demor 2024, Ibe et al. 2024). This indicates that the study is well-grounded in current literature.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English quality is suitable for scholarly communication, although there are minor typographical errors, such as "Two kilogram (2g)" instead of "2kg" and "fungal" instead of "fungi".
	

	Optional/General comments
	Unit and Weight Inconsistencies: Throughout the materials section, the author repeatedly lists weights as "Two kilogram (2g)". This is a significant error as 2 grams is vastly different from 2 kilograms.
Ambiguity in "Agile Processing": While the term is featured prominently in the title and abstract, the "Materials and Methods" section describes standard oven-drying and milling procedures without explicitly detailing how these steps constitute the "Agile" framework mentioned in the introduction.
Table Data Discrepancies: In Table 4, Sample A's Potassium value is listed as 0.75 mg/100g, while the abstract and discussion mention a range starting from 0.75 mg/100g to 2.94 mg/100g. The text also mentions a Sample P with a value of 2.26 mg/100g, which does not appear in the sample key.
Typographical Errors in Calculations: In some sections, the sample names are inconsistent (e.g., "Sample API" instead of "Sample A"). in reference mentioned Okeke (2022), while in text Okaka, 2024 is mentioned (result and discussion part).
Methodological Gaps: The "Agile processing" is defined as a flexible response to consumer demand, but the study lacks a sensory evaluation or market trend analysis to prove the "Agile" nature of the production.
1. Correction of Units: Change all instances of "Two kilogram (2g)" to "2 kg" to ensure the scale of the experiment is accurate.
2. Consistency in Sample Naming: Review and standardize sample labels. Specifically, correct "Sample API" to "Sample A" and clarify the identity of "Sample P" mentioned in the mineral discussion.
3. Methodological Clarifications
· Define Agile Processing: Explicitly state which part of the laboratory process (e.g., rapid formulation using CRD) constitutes "Agile processing" .
· Moisture Content Discussion: Correct the statement regarding "fungal" to the plural "fungi" or "fungal growth".
4. Table and Data Integrity
· Data Alignment: Ensure all values in the Abstract perfectly match the final data presented in Tables 3, 4, and 5.
· Check Equations: Ensure equations are numbered sequentially. For example, "Equation 10" is listed, but ensure the numbering in the text matches the sequence in the Methods section.
5. Language and Citations
· Grammatical Cleanup: Fix phrases such as "Orange fleshed sweet potato flour potatoes" to "Orange- fleshed sweet potatoes."
· Citation Formatting: Ensure all citations in the text (e.g., Eka, 2021) match the reference list exactly (e.g., Eka, M. A. H. et al., 2021). Some references are wrongly mentioned and wrongly cited.
	



	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 detail)
No
	



Reviewer details:
Sanyogita Shahi, Kalinga University, India

