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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 In the abstract, conclusive remark is abrupt. Need to be revised.

Why statistical tools were not used in data analysis?
Write the fermentation of sources based on the substrate nutrient content.

Actually in sample C: only consists of groundnut powder has high level of proteins,
in that case, how it was fermented at first within 24hrs and high level of acid

produced? Justify.
Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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