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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Processing of Sweet Potato Flour: 

What did you mean by The chips were made manually by kitchen knife? (If you 
meant ‘chipped into slices using kitchen knife’, then restructure that sentence to give 
it more meaning, indicating the thickness of the slices). 

2. Sensory Evaluation: 
Add the following information: 
- How was the product served to the panelist? 
- It will be better if you interpret the 7-point of the hedonic scale to explain how it was 
rated on the scale. e.g 7= like extremely, 1= dislike extremely. 

3. Provide the p-value for table 8. Result of proximate composition. 
 

 
 
This is  Original research Article.  All corrections have been effected.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Be consistent with the word beniseed. So, correct sesame to beniseed. 
Correct the typographical error on the last sentence highlighted on your introduction. 
 

 
 
It has been effected 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
It is an interesting research. 
 

 
 
Thank you ma. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

 
No ethical issues 
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