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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

1- Authors need to follow the exact format of the Journal.

2- - Need improve the Introduction .

3- The objectives of the study at the end of the Introduction section must be clearer and
more specific.

4-. References should be updated not more than 10 years.

5- Need to put reference for first part of material and method (prepare of yam).

6- Why put Means in the same column with different superscripts are significantly different
at p< .005. After table (1)
In the results in table (1)there are not statically analysis.

7- Must put in material and method How to make statically analysis and reference for it.

8- Need to improve the comment on table (3)

9- On Result and Discussion all comment must be connection with the literature data and
with new reference

10- Improve the discussion with connection with the literature data and the manuscript

objectives.

Corrected

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

The manuscript needs to be improved
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