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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 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Banana pseudo stem has various health benefits. It is rich source of fiber, low glycaemic index which 
helps in weight loss and controlling diabetes due its nutritional fiber. 
The overall acceptability of T2 and T3 was between moderately acceptable range (7.1 to 7.75) and T4 

was between slightly acceptable range (6.1) because as the percentage of incorporation of BPS flour 
increases in the vermicelli adversely affected the texture, taste, colour, overall acceptability and also 
affected cooking and organoleptic properties with increase in solid loss. 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes! But I have some suggestion in the manuscript.   

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The work presented is relevant and in accordance with the scope of the journal. My 
contributions were significant regarding sensory evaluation and shelf life. The work needs to be 
revised, especially the formatting (lack of spaces and standardization). After the corrections, I 
suggest that it is suitable for publication 
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Some articles can be cited in this manuscript, like: Dutcosky, Silvia Deboni  Análise sensorial 
de alimentos / Silvia Deboni Dutcosky.  5. ed., rev. – Curitiba : PUCPRESS, 2019. 540 p. ; 23 cm. 
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FERREIRA, THALES HENRIQUE BARRETO; FREITAS, M. L. F. . Production, physical, chemical 
and sensory evaluation of dried banana (Musa Cavendish). Emirates Journal of Food and 
Agriculture, v. 31, p. 102-108, 201 
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suitable for scholarly communications? 
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