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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
In discussion you mention only about beneficial effects of
polyphenols, but designated those as anti-nutrients?

What about statistical analysis? What about significance
between verified parameters among two nuts.

In what way your work is different from former works,
already this type of works are carried out previously by
Atanda et al (2011),Ajai et al (2012) and Odebunmi et al
(2009).

Minor REVISION comments
You have to mention about planting conditions and about
at what season you are collected seeds.

For the analysis you are using dry powder but in method
you mention that it is stored at 4OC. what the use is?

Optional/General comments
The formats in the references are inconsistent. Please
check.
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