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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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 important as it provides the relevant information associated to the thermal,physical and physicochemical aspects of beans for food processing  industry, as well as any other potential  stakeholders. The results of engineering,  physical and physico-chemical properties of local and improved bean varieties in this study can helps beans breeders and global scientific community whom will conducts research on beans breeding  and improvements.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It needs slight modification. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Abstract lacks the background of the study, statement of problems, clear methodology, and recommendations. It needs revision and further improvements. The description of study location is not necessarily included under abstract section. It is better to move it under materials and methods section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is sufficient 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	It needs further edition.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors efforts for preparation of the manuscript is appreciated. However,  there are some areas that are still needed further improvement and clarification.  For instances, data presentation  lacks superscripts (letters). It is advisable to add superscripts to each results to make  easy of understanding the presence of significant or non significant variation. In addition, when presenting result , it is recommended to compare the current results with existing literature, reasoning out if the significant differences were observed.  Adding  the implications of the present results helps  to enhance  the overall manuscript merits in the scientific contribution. In addition the obtained results for all determined properties were not linked with the processing techniques. Similarly, expected out put of the study were not well reflects the title of the study  as described under discussions  section. Generally, in order to improve  the scientific impact of this manuscript the authors are advised to carefully revise, interpret the results properly ,link the results with the selected processing techniques and include details discussion of the  results to the manuscript .
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