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PART1:ReviewComments 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correctthemanuscriptandhighlightthat partinthe 
manuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/
herfeedback here) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments 

 
1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientificcommunity? 

(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript) 
 

2. Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(If notpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

 
3. Isthe abstractofthearticlecomprehensive? 

 
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptappropriate? 

 
5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you havesuggestion 

of additional references, please mention in thereviewform. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free 
toprovideadditionalsuggestions/comments) 

 

 

1. Yes, the manuscript important for scientific community but, the idea of research is 
notnew. 

 

2. Yes, the title of the article is appropriate and preferably modified to ‘’Development 
andStorage Stability of Cookies from Whole Wheat, Sweet Potato, and 
MucunaUtilisComposite Flour’’. 

 

3. Theabstractneedstoberephrased,becausetheabstractshouldconsistoftheimportance 
of the topic, then the research plan, the experiment, and the treatments,then 
theirsummaryof whatwasobtained fromthe resultsand a recommendation 
oftheimportanceoftheseresults. 

 

4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are somewhat appropriate, but it 
needstoberewrittenscientifically,(Therearemanycomments inthemanuscript) 

 

5. The manuscript Lack of modernity of sources and the list of references 
should berewrittenandrevised. 

 

6. Tablesandfiguresneedtobereformulatedandformatted. 

 

7. ThemanuscriptLackoftextqualityandlanguageintegrity. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 
1.Islanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitableforscholarlycommunicatio

ns? 

 
 

- 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
- 
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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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