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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 
 

 What was the yield of flour from pigeon pea? 2.2 Sample Preparation line 88-91 
 What was the yield of flour from acha seeds? 2.2 Sample Preparation line 86-88 
 Were there any modifications in nutritional value testing procedures? 
 Font and text colors are not same in the manuscript 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 Was packaging material airtight? If not it may interfere with moisture content data. 

Line-100 
 Was microbiological quality testing of the biscuits conducted? Line 139-141 
 Which process is more cost effective taking energy consumption and time into 

consideration? 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 Can an approximate comparison between indigenous flour and wheat flour cost be 
shown? Introduction: line 48-50 

 A summarised chart containing nutritional content of acha seeds and pigeon pea 
flour might be helpful for better comprehension. Making note of change in raw 
seeds and pea, dehulled/processed and cooked product in different stages may 
show changes in nutrient content  Line 142-144 
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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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