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	PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The concept is ok but the structure of the chapter needs to be revised. Proximate analysis data have been added only for raagi grain and raagi malt, not the developed products.
	

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

	There was no study included related to gut health. The production word can be replaced to preparation or development.
1. Suggested title: Development of Probiotic Products from Ragi Milk and Their Sensory Evaluation.
	

	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.

	The abstract provides good overview of the work. Sensory evaluation result and its significance to the developed products can be improved briefly. The abstract can be shortened by reducing some descriptive sentences and focusing more on the outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. However, in result and discussion section, to strengthen the comparison with previous studies can be included. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Ok. More recent references related to the subject can be included. Maintain the journal guidelines.
	

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

	
Minor grammatical errors and sentence structure issues are there in various sections of the manuscript.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
1. The formulas used need to be re checked. (Eg. Arithmetic mean diameter)
2. Germination temperature does not seem correct. There is a conflict in the terperature of germination in the material and method and conclusion.
3. The 1000-grain weight seems unrealistic.
4. Include the units in table 1 (result and discussion)
5. The prepared ice cream can not be a probiotic product as there is no probiotic culture has been used.
6. The sensory table for the raagi ice cream has not been included.
7. Though it was defined that the statistics were done using ANOVA using OPSTAT, but there are no F values or a significant difference level mentioned in the result.
8. The result should include more technically sound words for discussion
9. There is a need to include more analysis to justify the project. Only sensory analysis has been done for the products. 
	





	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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