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Compulsory REVISION comments Abstract review, proper definitions of terms. The authorsneed references to support their findings.  The findingthat angle of repose of cassava mash is dependent onmoisture content should be supported with otherpublished works
Minor REVISION comments Keywords, Grammatical revision. Some of the referencesare too old. The authors should get more recent ones.Proper use of acronyms and figures.
Optional/General comments The author needs to translate his/her research findingsto development. What is/are the implications of the workto food security, farmers & processors’ productivity,product quality and commercialization. In theintroduction or justification, he/she needs to tell us theimportance of the study.
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