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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)

Is the manuscript important for
scientific community?

(Please write few sentences
regarding this manuscript to
justify your answer)

The manuscript investigated the preparation, composition,
and product evaluation of the multigrain-functional breads
including bun, bread, muffin. It provides important
references of nutritional and health benefits of these foods
for bakery industry. Moreover, it offers key insights into
the development of multigrain-functional foods.

Is the title of the article
suitable?

(If not please suggest an
alternative title)

Yes, it’s reasonable and acceptable.

Is the abstract of the article
comprehensive?

The abstract of this manuscript is comprehensive, but
concise. The authors should re-write the abstract to make
it clear to read.

Are subsections and
structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

No, there are some subsections like introduction,
Design/methodology/approach, Findings and so forth,
which I think is not appropriate for readers to understand.
And each subsections titles should be highlighted. The
authors should re-organise the manuscript structures.

Do you think the manuscript
is scientifically correct?
(Please write few sentences
regarding this manuscript to
justify your answer)

Not enough. The data in the table and figure lacks the
standard errors. Each assay should be performed in three
repeated times to make the results scientific and credible.
The figures could be re-drawn using commercial software
to make it beautiful.

Are the references sufficient
and recent? If you have
suggestion of additional

The references are not sufficient and recent. The
introduction and discusstion should cover more latest
studies.




references, please mention
in the review form.

Addition references for authors:

Kumar, L.R.G., Sanath Kumar, H., Tejpal, C.S. et al.
Exploring the physical and quality attributes of muffins
incorporated with microencapsulated squalene as a
functional food additive. J Food Sci Technol 58, 4674-4684
(2021). https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-020-04955-9

Mayara Belorio, Manuel Gédmez,Gluten-free muffins versus
gluten containing muffins: Ingredients and nutritional
differences,Trends in Food Science & Technology, 0924-
2244 (2020).https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2020.03.015

Minor REVISION comments

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

The English quality is fine, but it needs language editing. So
many grammar errors are observed in the manuscript.

Optional/General comments
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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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