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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 
 

 
Poor abstract writeup: the authors written the abstract in very poor manner. They need to 
correct it by including the background, objective, methodology, results and conclusions in 
short and precise way. It is fragmented and has repeated sentences. Two key words are 
not enough they need to include in more than five key words 
 
Introduction: 

 There is a need of background information about the production, use and status of 
runner bean in Chad 

 The statement of the problem should be stated appropriately 
 The fragmented sentences should be corrected 

Material and methods 
- Description of the study place: altitude, latitude, study laboratory, institution should 

be incorporated 
Result and Discussion: 

- The discussion part lacks appropriate citations 
- It lacks well written contrasting and supporting evidences. 
- Very poor data presentation and discussions 
- The authors need to cite the source of the energy formula and add discussions 

Therefore, the authors need to fix these problems 
Conclusion: 

- It lacks adequate conclusion- it should explain the reasons why this conclusion are 
resulted 

Intext citation: 
- Very poor citation, it should start from 1- the last rather the authors used none-

chronological citation 
- Lacks adequate sources and citations in some parameters like energy content, 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- Fonts, writing styles, grammars, 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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