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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 
 

 
The work is very interesting to improve the nutritional composition of wheat flour with two non-
traditional sources. In the suggested comments part, some suggestions have been placed that the 
authors could consider 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Although the authors state that: “The best blends based on the optimization of nutritional compositions of 
the flour blends were 80:12.68:7.32 and 80:13.21:6.79 (wheat mushroom and unripe plantain)”. It would 
be interesting if they had placed the nutritional composition of these mixtures. 
From the observation of table 2, the best mixture would be the one that has 83.33 WH, 13.33 MF and 3.33 
UF, given that they have the highest values of proteins and lipids, it would be interesting to include this in 
the conclusions or that place the nutritional information that arises from the response surface method. 
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