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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 
 

 
- Insert space between a number and a unit of measurement throughout the manuscript. 
- Introduction, page 2, line 1: “Like every other snacks” - not all snacks are made from wheat flour. 
- In the Introduction, improve the last two paragraphs. Write that Pigeon Pea is a legume. In addition, differentiate between malted and 
unmalted. 
- Methodology: the reference Aremu et al. [29] must be numbered in the order that appear in the text = number [7] 
- Methodology, page 3: Table 1 must be cited in the text. 
- The authors did not include the item Results and Discussion. Please correct. 
- In the Results and Discussion, add the missing references, marked in the text. 
- Report the standard deviation values in the tables. 
- The discussion should not repeat the results. Do not repeat the numerical values present in the tables in the text 
- In tables 5 and 6, some letters of the statistic are missing. 
- References: Correct numbering in the order that they appear in the text. 
- References are not in accordance with the Author Guidelines, please correct the list. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- In the Abstract, I suggest removing the first sentence from the Methodology to get 300 words. 
-Keywords must be different from those in the title. 
- Page 1, line 1, Introduction: The word "visually" is not adequate. 
- I suggest removing the “Proportion of ingredients” subsection and incorporating the recipe in “Preparation of cookies”. Describe the 
recipe in the text, in the row. 
- It is suggested that the discussion about the tables and figures should appear in the text before the appearance of the respective 
tables and figures. 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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