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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 
 

 
 
Introduction and Methodology should be written to explain all parameters assessed 
 

1. Percentages provided were six but methods of storage stated were seven. That 
was incorrect. 

2. If insect pest infestation, respiratory activities were not assessed how can the 
researcher draw this conclusion  

3.  If you write 3*3*4 implies that you have 3 factors 2 with 3 levels and one with 4 
levels that’s was shown from line90-98. 

4. Line 18-24 did not capture anything on germination potential as part of conclusion 
drawn 

5. Procedure for fibre not shown 

6. This conclusion is flawed, because with the exception of fat content, jute performed 
better than drum is all proximate analysis factors  
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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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