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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 
 

 
 

 Conclusion should be enhanced. Reading the manuscript there are no 
clear indication why the 85/10/5 formulation should be considered the 
best alternative. Authors must make clear in Results or in Conclusion 
what were the criterions to select any of the flours as ‘best’.  

 Bulk density in Table 2 is contra-intuitive: It is hard to accept that 
Samples A, C and D have ~0.55g/L density and B, D and E ~1.75, as the 
density should roughly be a pondered sum of the individual densities of 
the components. It was expected that the bulk density followed a trend, 
as does other proprieties. This must be addressed, reviewing the data 
or better explaining these results. 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 Manuscript writing must be revised. There are an extensive amount of 
spelling and agreement errors, wrong punctuation and missing information 
(as superscript letters in Table 3). Professional help is advised, as there are 
significant issues to be resolved. 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

 Would be interesting to see in the manuscript if the addition of BG and 
mango powder could be economically viable. 
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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) 
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