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	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.


	This manuscript aiming to evaluate the impact of emulsion-based curcumin formulations on the antioxidant activity and sensory characteristics of crackers.these emulsion-based curcumin formulations enhanced the antioxidant capacity of the crackers compared to control samples
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	The title is very relevant to the  manuscript 
	

	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 covers all sections clearly
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically demonstrates a high level of academic research.The research objectives  and methodology are clearly defined and the results are logically supported by relevant data. The manuscript follows scientific standards organized in a clear  manner. Overall, it represents a valuable contribution to the field and meets high scientific standards.
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	yes, the references are generally sufficient and include a number of recent and relevant sources.
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	The manuscript is written in clear, precise, and formal academic language,I really enjoyed reading it.
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	In the material and methods :Preparation of Crackers with Curcumin Emulsions 

The author may choose either to delete this sentence "The ingredients were mixed to form a dough, kneaded, rested, rolled out, cut into pieces, and baked at 150°C for 15 minutes. The cooled crackers were packed and stored” or Fig 3: Processing Technology of crackers.

One of them is enough the sentence or the Fig 3 you can delete one of them as you like.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)

no
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	no
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	no
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	9
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