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	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 in the context of West-African rural settings where lots of plantain and Cassava roots are wasted due to lack of processing aids. This article addressed good futuristic ideas favourable for conversion of raw material into different useful products which can prove beneficial for health and the farming community in terms of consumer’s health and producer’s economy.   
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title needs a little revision and polishing by focusing on the study objectives and using a more scientifically sound and appealing linguistics.  
	

	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 is good but it needs more precise language editing. Background of the study must be mentioned at the start of abstract and then the brief aim. After that it seems OK that authors mentioned methodology, results and conclusion at last. I think abstract needs revision into a more easy-to-learn type of article section by focusing on the large number of audience which will be reading the article.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is correct and important aspects have been examined during the study. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I think the number is sufficient but the year of published work is somewhat concerning. Authors should use more up to date citations to support their study results during discussion section and also in introduction section. 
	

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


	No, It should be restructured, grammar checked, rephrased and realigned according to the need at appropriate places of the article.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	Manuscript needs thorough formatting. 
Introduction section is poorly written as well as the results & discussion section. Discussion should be more comprehensive and subject oriented and must include the logical scientific reasoning of the results being presented. Table are not properly edited and their captions are not suitable as well. 
There is no Figure in the whole manuscript, No Graphical Abstract, No Highlights section and no future discussions. 

All these points point towards the improvement of the article please. 
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