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PART 1: Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the The study compared the nutritional and microbial content of the branded and unbranded
importance of this manuscript for the scientific snack within the study area. And emphasises consumer awareness. But it’s not discussing
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be | the

required for this part.
Need to educate the producer in order to scale up their food processing skill and produce
snack that will be comparable with their branded counterparts

The manuscript was well written and throws more light on the nutritional composition of non
branded food snack within the study area. However the study lack data evidence

To back the literature review and it did not highlight enough study that was similarly done in other
places. The literature review could have been more indepth

Is the title of the article suitable? Yes the title is suitable for the content of the manuscript
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Yes quite comprehensive
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you The reference can be more recent within the last 5 years
have suggestions of additional references,
please mention them in the review form.

Is the language/English quality of the article The communication is quite OK
suitable for scholarly communications?
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