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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 intended to establish fermentation process for the pseudo-stem of plantain Musa paradisiaca. The pseudo-stem of this plant is underutilized, therefore, it is important to find possible uses for this pant to further increase the animal production while sustainability is being practiced. Currently, the use of plant material as feed or feed additive is vital in establishing a more environment-friendly alternative in providing nutrition for animals. Moreover, fermentation process increases the number of beneficial bacteria such as pro- and prebiotics aiding in the digestion process in animals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should also present the significance of the study.
BIOFEED: FERMENTATED Musa parasidica PSEUDO-STEM AS A CHEAP SOURCE OF CARBOHYDRATES FOR ANIMAL FEED
	

	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.


	It should be focused on the Musa parasidica, particularly in the introductory part so that the readers will have an early insight on the species and it underutilization and significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. However, the authors should provide data interpretation should follow after the tables. Also, state some statistical interpretations and data analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references were composed of 43.5% outdated sources (>10 years to date). The references should be at least 5-<10 years from the date of submission. Also, the outdated sources should be at most 10% of the total references.
	

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


	Some of the terms are not applicable. Authors should also review the past tenses.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors can edit the manuscript as the data were enough to be published.
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