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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.

Finger millet is added at proper concentration from lower to higher up to 50% which helps in
finding right and maximum replacement. Use of finger millet helps in increasing its
consumption. Incorporation of finger millet tried in favourite products.

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

Yes

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.

Abstract is comprehensive and described properly in form of sections.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

The article is well structured. Used language is clear, scientific and grammatically correct.

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.

The language is simple and scientific. The results are well tabulated. The images for each
formulation are given which indicates authenticity and clearance about developed products.

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

More than 20 references are given and are sufficient.
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