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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The manuscript studies the enhancement of muffins quality by addition of different proportions 
of of millet   

 

Is the title of the article suitable?  
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

 
Alternative title: Physico-chemical characteristics of millet based muffins during storage  

 

 

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. 

No, it is not. Because it is poorly written. 
Suggestion: In describing the study you can say: “In the present study we have used three 
formulations of millet based muffins: S1 containing 10, 20 and 10� of pearl millet, finger millet 
and little millet flour respectively… 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate?  

yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

This is a topical topic, as it includes in the field of food quality  

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

 

 
-I suggest addition of some references in the discussion part 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Not much 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

These comments should be taken into consideration: 
- Reformulate the abstract so that it can be more comprehensive (See below on suggestion) 
- In materials and methods section, you have not talk about microbiologic analysis, FFA and 

Tyrosin value. This point should be appeared with the reference 
- Sensory evaluation does not have a reference  
- The reference AOAC should be appeared with the year in the manuscript and in the list of 

references 
- The style of writing references in the text is not correct 
- You say that you have done microbiologic and biochemical analysis only for the best sample 

(S1), but what I see is that you have done the analysis for all the samples! 
- The references: Ramya and Anitha (2020) and (Mishra et al.,2022) are not mentioned in the list 

of references 
- There are lot of editorial errors that should be corrected in the manuscript, they are highlighted 

in the article. Example: gramme is written g not gms,  
- I prefer say “Proximate composition” not “proximate analysis” 
- Self-life is written with the mark”-“ 
- You should write the whole name of LDPE and FFA then the abbreviations between brackets 

when appeared in the first   
- The references are poorly written. They are not homogenous To be done again according to 

the system required by the journal 
The attached file needs to be corrected 
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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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