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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Abstract should be re-written. For example Line 6 of 

the abstract should be written in simple and clear 

terms.  Agriculture used to be the ‘mainstay’......   

 

Abstract have been re-written 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Line 39: A space between naira and 160 

Line 72: Implementation should start with capital letter I 

and his changed to this 

Line 146: Federal Institute of Industrial Research Oshodi 

is FIIRO and not FFRO. 

Line 189: ambitions should be ambitious 

 

Errors corrected in the manuscript 

Optional/General comments 

 

Although the paper is well written in terms of grammar 

and structure, I think the authors need to do more 

research with regard to the successes and challenges 

recorded. The paper just presented few of the success 

and challenges and may not be sufficient enough for 

publication. Papers published on the use of cassava in 

bread should be cited and referenced. Consumers 

perception or acceptability studies on the new products 

in the last decade should also be addressed. 

These issues have been addressed in a different 

paper written by the author, Ohimain (2015) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 


