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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This research provides insights into the functional, pasting, and nutritional properties of yam flours from several indigenous varieties in Benue State, Nigeria. the study highlighted their potential as alternatives to wheat flour in culinary applications. This study contributes to the ongoing discourse on food security and the use of indigenous crops to mitigate post-harvest losses by demonstrating the advantageous properties of yam flours, particularly Amura yam flour.
	

	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.

	No    
The abstract should explicitly state the primary aim of the research, such as addressing food security or reducing post-harvest losses, to provide context for the study's significance.

The methodology was skipped

While the abstract lists various properties and their ranges, it would benefit from a brief summary of the most significant findings or trends observed among the yam varieties.

There is a need to include a sentence on the practical implications of the findings for food applications or dietary improvements 

Mentioning any statistical significance or comparisons made between the varieties could enhance the credibility of the findings and provide insight into the reliability of the results.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its exploration of the functional, pasting, and nutritional properties of yam flour. However, the manuscript would benefit from a clearer presentation and organisation of the methods, results, as well as a more thorough discussion of the implications of the findings, to enhance its scientific rigor and readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript's references are a mix of recent and older studies, but more recent studies, especially from the last five years, would enhance its credibility and relevance.

	

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

	The language and English quality of the article require improvement for suitable scholarly communication. Several observations indicate issues with clarity, organization, and writing style, which can hinder comprehension and the overall impact of the research.

	

	Optional/General comments
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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


	





	



Reviewer Details:


	Name:
	Titilope Modupe Fasuan

	Department, University & Country
	[bookmark: _GoBack]National Horticultural Research Institute, Nigeria





Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
