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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 
 

 
NIL 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The objective of the paper is not clear.it is found from the table that with increase in pigeon 
pea the nutrition value increases. If providing nutrition values is objective then sample E 
could be the best. 
The authors could not be able to explain properly why panellists accepted the 5%pigeon 
flour composition (as stated in conclusion) 
The cost analysis of different samples may help to choose the right one. 
 It is suggested that the statistical data used for analysis may be presented as an 
annexure. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The trend of anti-nutritional properties shown in the table also needs explanation.it is least 
at 5% and there after suddenly increased in the next sample. 
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