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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 
 

Change the title ------------ as effect of  Dehydration of fermented manioc rasp  

 manioc rasp Means ?? title is not clear 
 
Abstract – aim, Place and duration, study design, result and conclusion like this can  
                  be made with subheadings 
                 leave the space before mentioning of the units 
Introduction – Make the botanical nomenclature; references mentioned to be  
                         numbered) 
Material and Methods – leave the space before mentioning of the units; references  
                                          mentioned to be numbered) 
Results and Discussions -– leave the space before mentioning of the units;  
                                             references mentioned to be numbered) 
Table 2 & 3 - References to be numbered, and the alphabets in  
                       column to be made superscript 
                       If you want to mention reference for table or fig.,  
                        please number the reference 
References – to be arranged sequentially from introduction, method, discussion  
                       number wise 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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