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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	1-This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it provides valuable insights into the nutritional and biochemical changes that occur when tiger nut milk is fermented with defined strains of lactic acid bacteria.

2- By demonstrating significant improvements in protein content, mineral bioavailability, and essential amino acid levels, the study highlights the potential of LAB fermentation as a tool for developing nutrient-dense, plant-based functional beverages.

 3-It also offers a comparative analysis between spontaneous and controlled fermentation, which helps establish standardized processes for optimizing health-promoting properties in non-dairy products.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No
Comparative Effects of Spontaneous and Lactic Acid Bacteria Fermentation on the Nutritional Profile of Tiger Nut Milk
	

	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.


	No
Suggested Additions:
1-Include the scale or scope of analysis (e.g., number of replicates or the type of statistical analysis briefly mentioned at the end).

2-Highlight the comparative aspect more explicitly (i.e., state that LAB fermentation outperformed spontaneous fermentation in improving nutritional quality).

3-Mention the functional significance (e.g., probiotic potential, possible applications in functional foods or public health).

Suggested Deletions

1-Some overly detailed numerical values (e.g., every single mg of amino acids and vitamins) could be condensed to trends (“increased significantly” or “decreased markedly”) to improve flow.

2-Repetitive phrases about percentages could be shortened to keep the abstract concise and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the content of the uploaded manuscript, it appears to be scientifically correct overall. The study follows a clear experimental design, employs recognized methods, and presents results in a structured way
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references are good, the number of studies on plant-based dairy alternatives could be expanded. Most cited studies are either on tiger nuts or LAB in general, but few on the intersection of LAB fermentation in non-dairy beverages specifically.

There is a mismatch in the vitamin analysis references: the methods section cites Aslam et al. (2008) for B vitamins, but the results discuss Vitamin A (fat-soluble). A reference for Vitamin A analysis should be included if applicable.

Adding more recent high-impact reviews (2023–2024) on LAB fermentation of plant-based milks (soy, almond, oat, etc.) would place your work in a stronger comparative context.
	

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


	Grammar & consistency: Some sentences are overly long and could be split for clarity (especially in the Abstract and Results sections).

Tense consistency: Methods should consistently use past tense (“was performed” rather than “is performed”); some sections mix past and present tense.

Repetitive phrasing: Phrases like “the effect of fermentation of tiger nut shows that…” are repeated in each paragraph and can be condensed.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
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