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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
An improved version of the manuscript will be very beneficial to the scientific community, 
but it its state the manuscript is of low standard. The author did injustice to the review paper 
because they failed to do a broad spectrum of literature review.  
 
Several factors to consider in improving manuscript. 

1. More emphasis should be put on the main points that are on the tittle like the 
nutritional composition and health benefits. 

2. More literature has to be used for comparative analysis because different researcher 
will find different results on either the health or nutritional components of Ragi; the 
differences could emanate from different things i.e. seed colour; if the author had 
done extensive literature review this could have been observed and added to the 
manuscript to improve its quality  

3. Observing differences as per researchers’ results will help the author also identify 
factors that lead to these differences, and this could be an important factor in the 
manuscript as it will help farmers either in the agronomic management or post-
harvest handling of the Ragi to maintain its quality. 
 

The manuscript could be beneficial to the improved cultivation and adoption of finger millet, 
because the crop is slowly becoming one of the forgotten crops (orphans) even though it 
has high potential to mitigate and contribute to the food security of the world because of its 
nutritional quality and health benefits it possesses.  
 
2. the tittle is comprehensives enough 
 
3. the abstract can be improved also through extensive literature review. 
 
4. are detailed literature review will help include more important subsections, but for now 
the structure is good enough. 
 
5.yes 
 
6. a detailed literature review will improve the references.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
yes 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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