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Compulsory REVISION comments
Proximate Composition, Functionality and Pasting Properties of Orange Flesh Sweet
Potato and Red Bambara Groundnut Flour Blends for Snacks Formulation
Title: ok
Abstract
- I didn’t understand if all variable mentioned refer to treatments 60:40 to 30:70, explain it
better.
- The study’s conclusion is confusing. How can you tell that the 50:50 is better than the
other treatments?
Material and methods
- Could you describe the “Bulk density” analysis better?
- Could you describe the “Statistical analysis” better?
Results and discussion
- The values you should place only in the tables and not repeat in the text.
Conclusion
- I didn’t understand why the 50:50 ratio is better than the other treatments? To explain
better.
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