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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
The work is good and should be published after the necessary corrections. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The minor revisions suggested are shown in the text 
 

Corrected 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I will suggest that the authors should rewrite the abstract ,bringing out significant findings 
observed in the results ,not only quoting ranges which does not make much  meaning .E.g 
did sprouting improved the quality of cookies?or not . 
Common errors, In the text,citation  :method described by Ayo(9). It is wrong to say  
:described by (9).This mistake cut across the entire work and should be corrected. 
Again, there must be a coma , before respectively is used. 
In conclusion ,the two flour blends  60:30:10 and 50:40:10 with ref. to protein content -----
etc 

The manuscript has been upgraded and revised as suggested 
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