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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Abstract: This should be the summary of the whole work. Aim, Methodology, result and 
conclusion should be removed from the abstract a subheadings while others should remain 
Keywords: Sensory should be removed and another keyword should be added. Mkarango 
should be written as Thick porridge (Mkarango) in the keywords. 
 
Materials and methods are not detailed. Processing of the maize into flour should be 
stated; the type of maize and source should be included. 
 
Sensory evaluation should come after mineral analysis. 
2.6 Should be recated as “Zinc and iron were the only mineral determined using AOAC 
method. 
The result should be discussed better. 
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