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Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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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. Arethe 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)

1. Yes, itis important. The observations of this manuscript are scientific, and cassava is an
important food for some people, but cassava has a high-water content and cyanide content
which can be dangerous. So, research is needed to reduce water levels and cyanide
content.

2. Not suitable.

Suggested title: Effects of Pre-treatments and Drying Methods on Functional Properties of
Cassava (Manihot esculenta Crantz) Flour

3. Yes, itis compreherensive

4. Yes, itis appropiate.

5. Correct.

6. Sufficient, but it would be better to just use references from the last 10 years.

Suggestion :

7. Inthe introduction it is only explained that one of the big challenges in cassava production

and processing is its high-water content. This doesn't live up to the title. The introduction

should explain further about the cyanide content in cassava and what the impacts of high
cyanide content are.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes, it is suitable.

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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