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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

Manuscript is well written however, there are few corrections required to make
before accepting the paper:

What is the rational of using the4dse specific six legumes and mention the basis of
selection.

In the materials and Methods instead of providing two three lines description abut
the method of determination it better to provide the information in a table
summarizing the parameter, test method used and relevant standard reference.
Results and discussion started with a table it will be better to bring the table down
after at least one para. N need to repeat the names of six legumes such as in
Proximate composition paragraph etc.

It will be very interesting for the readers to see a comparison of present study
results with other studies and reasons for any discrepancy.

It is very important to review the previous work specially done recently to validate
your work. Most of the references used in the study are old except one author
OKREKE et al. There is a need to mention few latest references covering at least last
3 years.

Minor REVISION comments

Repetition of information need to be deleted.

Some paragraphs are only one sentence such as where describing the colours were
golden yellow in results and discussion section.

Need to correct formatting of figures also such as alignment in figure 1 .

Manuscript need to get reviewed by a native English speaker for language and grammar.

Optional/General comments

Conclusions may be provided in the form of a list specifically providing to the point
information instead of providing in a paragraph.

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)



http://ditdo.in/afsj
http://peerreviewcentral.com/page/manuscript-withdrawal-policy

Review Form 1.6

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.

Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20
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