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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

It is an interesting study in which quinoa based gluten free biscuits are proven to be nutritionally superior to those
prepared from rice and maize flour. The scientific rationale is explained well and the study is well designed and
executed. The report is clear and concise, the conclusions are generally well supported by the data presented.
However, the language clearly needs to be improved in some paragraphs.

Minor REVISION comments

In introduction, page 2, the sentence “The prevalence of celiac disease and latent celiac disease is 8.53, 3.70 out of 1
northern, 4.66, and 3.92/1000 in north-eastern and 0.11, 1.22/1000 in southern part of India” to be replaced by “The
prevalence of celiac disease and latent celiac disease is 8.53 - 3.70 out of 1,000 in northern, 4.66 - 3.92/1000 in north
eastern and 1.22 - 0.11/1000 in southern part of India”

In introduction, page 2 “Celiac disease prevalence amongst school ....”. Replace amongst with among

Page 13, paragraph “Medical history”, the authors must correct the mistake in the following: “followed by 30% diagnos

less than six months and 23.33% for less than six months”

In Tables Il, 1ll, and IV, in the 4th column, it would be more interesting to record the statistical difference (p value)
between the 2 groups (2nd and 3rd column) than to record the sum of the 2 groups.
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