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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 provide an important insight in to the nutritional values, and importance of green gram, it also investigated and compare the phytochemical compositions of both the fresh, soaked and sprouted pulse. it exposes the important nutritional contents and the  antinutrients present in it. it further mentions way by which the effect of these antinutrients and physicochemicals can be mitigated before consuming that includes traditional ways such as soaking, cooking, dehulling among others. The manuscript further studied the hydration behaviour of the pulse and proceeded to investigate key scientific functions such as the kinetics and other essential parameters. In conclusion, the contribution can not be overemphasized not just to the scientific community, but global health and nutrition,
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is very suitable and okay for the manuscript, however, it can still be further refined for more clarity. ‘hydration characteristics, physicochemical changes and nutritional enhancement of  fresh and Sprouted Green Gram’ 
	

	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, the abstract is well okay
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it’s a clear and wonderful work
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient enough, but some references are outdated, years like 1980, 1970, 1985, 1983, and 1990(s) are late and should not be featured anymore. Better still, recent references with advanced and recent discoveries should be better explored. However, the references just needed some update work.
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work is a good and suitably resourceful one, straightforward with purpose and clarity.  Where I felt needed some little adjustment is the area of referencing. The author should cite more recent references, 1980s and 1990s are too late, may advances and discoveries have already emanated in this period of time, the reference year shouldn’t be latter that 2020s. but the work is scholarly and a good one .
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues 
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	no
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Citations have been given where necessary, no plagiarism to report
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