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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

-Do no use the word ‘some’ as part of the title. Note that there is no ‘some proximate’,
therefore, complete the proximate composition in Table 1 by including carbohydrate
content and get values for it.

-Your Tables did not show any Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) results that generates the
superscripts a, b, ¢, etc. So why did say significant (p<0.05) different?

-Introduction is not well arranged and there are a lot of repetitions and unnecessary
information. Please rearrange properly and delete irrelevant words.

-Where is the sample procurement and preparation?

-Where is statistical analysis? These should come before analyses.

-Present your analyses using reported speech i.e. past tenses.

- Take note of the abbreviations i.e. hours = h, minutes — min, gram = g etc.

- Summarise your crude fibre determination and please use reported tenses.
-Complete the results and discussion for functional properties: starch, amylose,
amylopectin and swelling power.

The manuscript has been modified

Minor REVISION comments

Check your manuscript for other minor corrections.

Optional/General comments

The concept of the study is good but the write up is not encouraging. A lot of works need to
be done to make the paper a good one.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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