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PART1: Review Comments 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
partinthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshould 
writehis/herfeedback 
here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importanceofthismanuscriptforthescientificcomm
unity.Whydoyou like (or dislike) this manuscript? 
A minimum of 3-4sentencesmayberequiredfor 
thispart. 

The manuscript will provide a valuable resource for researchers and practitioners in the field of 
functionalfoods, Khoa Modak blended with Jaggery and Pumpkin seeds but significant 
revisions are required. Theabstractlacksproperstructure,andthe methodology needs 
moredetailonpvalueislessthan0.05butyouare also all place in mansion less the 0.01 Results 
table presentation should not be clearer, with theinclusionof visualaids, andthe 
statisticalmethodsmustbe betterexplained. 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

yes  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
yousuggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepoints
inthissection?Please writeyour 
suggestionshere. 

Abstractdon’t mansioncollegename&referencingaccordinglytojournal.  

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
ptappropriate? 

AddonAcknowledgement,conflictofinterest&futureprospects  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientificcorrectnessofthismanuscript.Whydoyo
uthinkthatthis manuscript is scientifically robust 
and technicallysound?A minimumof3-
4sentences mayberequired 
forthispart. 

Addonfewkeywords,factorialvalueinnismissingandcouldnotshow the 
meandeviation.Materialandmethodsinaddthematerialname. 
SignificantPvalue<0.05%notto be<0.01%. 
Propernotmentioninalltabletitle,nvalue,Sign,ss,cd,offullform. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
havesuggestions of additional references, 
please mentiontheminthe reviewform. 
- 

yes  
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MinorREVISIONcomments 

 
Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitab
leforscholarlycommunications? 

 
GrammaticallyinpercentisasingleworduseorSignof%usebutyoualso 

theuseofpercent.Requiremore attentions(Rebuttalreportissubmitted) 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
1. Inthe Abstractsectionmentioningthecollegenameisnotrequired. 

2. Only3 keywordarementionedpleaseaddup to 5-7. 

3. In the section of introduction see the 5th line where as the Commercial value of 
theconstituentarewritten itshouldbebetter to show the exact value. 

4. UndertheheadingofSensoryevaluationaftertheendofthesentence“Sensoryevaluation shall be 

carried out by adopting 9 points Hedonic scale method as per IS:6273,Part-I(1971)”citethe 

referenceatend. 

5. The author has mentioned the cost of production 2023, it is better to add the correctvalue. 

6. The author has written “per cent” to showing the symbol of (%). It is my suggestion toadd % 
sign and should be written the complete spelling percent instead of previous as 

Imentioned.This correction is required inwholemanuscript. 

7. Under the section of introduction the author has given the example of Hindu festivalskindlyomit 
thefestivalnameonlyscientificexamplewould beappreciating. 

8. Formatting is recommended if author is not familiar with MS office take a help fromexpert. The 
author proper space line not clearedon result accordingly this 

manuscriptorreviewpaperguideline. 

9. In the section of result and discussion again the author added the Bhutkar et al. (2015)twice.In 
the sectionofresult anddiscussion cannot be allowed. 

10. Thiscommentisapplicableforalltables:valueofNismissing,Unabletounderstand the short form 

which is mentions as a heading of each table, standarddeviationof each dataismissingand 

lastlythe titleof varioustablearealso missing. 

11. Usually ANOVA shows p value is <0.05%but the author written various time 
thevalueofP<0.01%.Kindlygivethesupportivedocumentsandtheliteraturetosupport 
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 thestatementaddedintheirmanuscript. 

13. Usually I have seenin other journalthe sectionof Acknowledgement,announcementof conflictof 
interestandfuture prospectswhichismissing inthis manuscript.Isuggestto submit the 

competemanuscriptafter addingthesepoints. 

14. Please add Graph of in support of your all table data which givesyou a good 
writerwhoincreasethe citationafter viewingyour article. 

 

 
 

PART  2: 
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’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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