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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript is very significant for the scientific community in the sense that, the paper provide an indepth utilization of ripe banana pulp into white bread which would reduce post-harvest lost, as banana is considered one of the perishable crop and where there is high production, a post-harvest science is required to minimize waste. This manuscript would also improve the nutritional and sensory quality of the white bread, d banana is a good source of vitamins and mineral, and hence, could improve the sensorial.
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	The abstract is very comprehensive and captured all the key area from introduction to conclusion. Meanwhile, the punctuation marks should be noted and all the results obtained should be in bracket for proximate, physical, sensory for more clarity. 
The results of proximate is omitted from the abstract as well as that of sensory. 
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Pls. check space and adjust it appropriate.
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	The language of communication is simply and suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There is no ethical issued reported in the work. 
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	Authors have declared that no competing interests exist.
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