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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

This paper deals with the Antinutritional Factors Reduction of Cassava (Manihot esculenta 
Crantz) Roots by Chipping Processing Technique. It is important for obtain high quality of 
Cassava flour; I support it to be published in the journal after minor revision. 
1, equations must be following the order number ; 
2, superscripts a-e in the tables must be described in the table notes; 
 

We thank you for your valuable suggestions made to our study. The 
correction was made to 1. The equation as suggested in the main text of the 
revised manuscript. 2. Superscripts (a-f) were described in the table notes 
and rearrangement made as indicated in the main text of the revised 
manuscript. Changes are highlighted with yellow colour. 
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