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PART1:ReviewComments

Reviewer'scomment

Author’'scomment(ifagreedwithreviewer,correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshouldwrite
his/her feedback here)

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments

1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientificcommunity?
(Pleasewritefewsentences onthismanuscript)

2. lIsthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

3. Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?

4. Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptappropriate?

5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestionofadditionalreferences,pleasementioninthe review

form.

(Apartfromabovementioned6points,reviewersarefreetoprovide additional

suggestions/comments)

1. The manuscript is of importance to the scientific community as it explores the
benefitsthatmilletshaveoverothercereals.However,theauthorsneedtodojustice on
discussion how competitive millets are over other cereals including challenges that
are faced in throughout the millet value chain. They have just provided general
information; this manuscript should be a critical review for it to gain merit.

2. Thetitleofmanuscriptissuitable.

3. Theabstractisnotcomprehensive.ltshouldberevisedaftertheauthorshavedone amajor
revisiontothewholemanuscript.Commentsare includedinthe manuscript attached.

4. The subsections and structure off the manuscript are appropriate but they lack
detailed in information, as indicated earlier the authors should be present a critical
reviewofmillets,notjustpresentgeneralinformation.Inadditiontheauthorsshould
include a section on methodology narrating how information used to write the
manuscript was searched. The methodology should include the following:

- Articlesusedwherefromwhichyears?

- Whichsearchengineswereused

- Whatwerethekeywordusedinthesearchforarticlesincludedinthereview

- Whatwasthemaincriteriaforinclusionofarticlesinthereview

- Indicatescountrieswheretheresearcharticleswherefromandwhichmillets

including the scientific names.

- Whatwastheexclusioncriteria?
Then there should be a results section where the authors should narrate the number of
papersidentifiedbytheirsearch.Howmanypaperswereexcludedandwhy?Youcaneven have a
flow diagram summarising the whole process. Also indicated which countries the accepted
research papers where from and the numbers of papers from each country? You can also
have a table indicating countries, the types of millets and the processing advancements?

Aftertheresultshaveadiscussionwhichdifferentsubsections. Additionalcommentshave been
made in the manuscript attached.

Itssurprisingthattheauthorsdidnotinclude referencesinthetextofthemanuscript,thisis a
standard scientific writing. Please include references in the text not just list them at the end
of the manuscript.

5. Themanuscriptisscientificallysoundbutlacksdepthdetailsforittohavemeritfor
publication.

6. Thenumberofreferencesisfinebutnormallyitsgoodtousereferencesnotmore than 10
years old unless if it is justified. The authors should define in the methodology
section the years.

MinorREVISIONcomments

l.Islanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitablefor scholarly
communications?

Thelanguagequalityisgood.
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Optional/Generalcomments

Themanuscriptistoogeneral,pleaseaddressthecommentsinthemanuscripttogivedepthtothis article.
The manuscript as it is, is too shallow you in depth discussion on the nutrient content of the millets
including their bioactive discussion. Then result the abstract to include more detail on nutrition

value and processing advancement.

PART 2:

Reviewer's comment

IAuthor’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. 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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