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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 
 

Introduction:  
lines 24-27 may be omitted because they do not provide any information to the manuscript. If Authors decide to 
leave these three sentences, they should add a citation source 
line 29  - see comment above 
  
lines 42-47 - information provided in this paragraph need some citations 
 
Materials and methods: 
 
lines 78-79 please describe the methodology of measurements (e.g. measuring positions in which children's 
clothes were measured, measurement accuracy, etc.) 
line 82 - please add more information about classification of malnutrition (e.g. what weight for age standard has 
been used?)   
line 85 - what was the selection of children for 3 groups? 
lines 91-92 Why was the caloric value of 500 kcal for biscuits determined? It's high calorific value, satisfying a 
large part of all-day energy demand for children aged 3-5. 
lines 97-100 - all biscuits were analyzed for sensory acceptability? or only those supplemented with cowpeas? 
The detailed information on the composition (ingredients used for preparing) of biscuits is missing. 
 
Results and Discussion 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Introduction: 
I would appreciate some more information about cowpea, e.g.  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Adding the word " malnourished " to the title of the manuscript would better reflect the content. 
  
I would appreciate if Authors comment on the fact that children who did not received additional 500 kcal/day on 
the average gained more weight than these who received such amount of calories in control II group? It is quite 
unusual.  
 
The protein content in both biscuits did not differ as much as the content of zinc. Could this be the reason for 
improving cognitive development tests? 
Was the age of children in all 3 groups similar? this could have an impact on changes in the parameters tested. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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