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EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to editor’s comments 

 
1. The title of present study should needed improvement. Author 

should remove “some” from the title.  

2. The manuscript is original research article and it has 35% of 

similarity index, which is not acceptable for original article, 

therefore, I strongly recommend authors to reduced similarity index 

up to 10%.  

3. Authors has cited very old reference (Wang, 1983; Sindhu, 1996; 

Fennama, 1996; Tagodoe and Nip, 1994; Frankel, 1994; Barakat, 

1993) throughout the whole manuscript. I suggest authors to replace 

these references with newer one. 

4. The significance letters (a, b, c……n) should be indicating after 

standard deviation (SD) of the values in all tables.  

5. The results of proximate compositions and anti-nutritional should be 

express parameter wise to better understanding the results. 

6. Check typo error in heading of section 3.3 and it could be writre 

like” Anti-nutritional contents”. 

7. Check significance (p=.05) values in section 3.3 (first paragraph) 

8. Check and improve the last paragraph of section 3.3. Porosity is the 

reverse of bulk density? 

9. Check and improve language of the last paragraph in section 3.5. Do 

not start the paragraph with “It was observed”. 

10. Authors need to verify all the cited references or listed references 

below are same or not. 

  

 
1. The ‘some’ has been removed from the title. 

 
 
 
 

2. The similarity index has been reduced as shown in the main 
text in ”Red” 

 
 
 
 
 
 

3. The old references (Wang, 1983; Sindhu, 1996; Fennama, 
1996; Tagodoe and Nip, 1994; Barakat, 1993) have been 
replaced with newer ones. 
 
 
 
 
 

4. This has been effected 
 
 
 
 

5. This has been effected accordingly. 
 
 
 

6. It is actually 3.2 and has been corrected 
 
 
 
 

7. Not just in section 3.3 and has all been corrected 
appropriately.  
 

8. Yes. It has been improved upon. 
 
 
 

9. The ‘it was observed’ in 3.5 has been replaced with more 
suitable language. 
 
 

10. The authors have verified all the cited texts to ensure they 
tally with the reference list. 
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