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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.


	It will help to know the nutritional values of young flours and to keep them for income generation. In addition, the paper also creates an awareness of the importance of farming, which, on the other hand, will also aid in eradicating food famine and insecurity. It also sets a gap in the research field for other researchers to work on other types of edible young flour, which have not been tested.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes but with the following comments:
· Start abstract with background study and not aim

· “Infants need balanced foods when weaning for good growth.” Infant what? Be specific

· “Infants need balanced foods when weaning for good growth. The high costs of commercial flours lead many mothers to use local products to make their own weaning foods. Evaluate the impact of the consumption of two local infant flours on the growth and health of young wistar rats.” This does not clearly state the aim. It is also a combination of background study and aim.

· “can make young wastar rats” wistar or wastar

· “Demonstrated that local weaning foods can make young wastar rats have growing and healthy.” Incomplete sentences. Have growing and healthy what?

· “Erythrocyte and leukocyte values, enzyme activities (ALT, AST), blood concentrations of glucose, urea, creatinine, triglycerides, total cholesterol, HDL and LDL cholesterol, body weight gains, relative weights of the heart, liver and kidneys were determined ” were determined using what method? This is poorly written

· “body weight gains of 8.17±1.01; 8.33±2.79 ” you need to add a unit after the digits

· Do not join units and number together

Overall, the abstract is poorly written and the grammatical expression is poor.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Not scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. But you need to be consistent. For example, this “Combes, S., Auvergne, A., Darche, B. C. Lebas F. (2001). Evolution with age of the mechanical strength of bones in rabbits. 9th Journal of Rabbit Research, Paris 15-18. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/271906756.” Is different from other. No need to add link here when others don’t have.
	

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


	No, it needs to be rephrased.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction
· “Infant is a weak personne that needs flour ” rephrase this

· You need to write more on the introductory part

Materials and methods

· Did you use someone’s method for Preparation of local composite infant flours? You need to cite it
· “Determination of organ relative weighs” weights

· “Graph Pad Prsim 5.01 software” prism

· For both tables and figures captions, ensure you end them with a full stop

There are lots of grammatical errors. Please check well with some writing tools to sharpen the grammar.
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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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