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PART 2: 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. Line 11; RSA and FSA should be RASAK and FASAK
respectively and should be defined first before
abbreviations.
2. In methods, the preparation of the samples should
be well defined. Are the samples not pulverized
before used as feedstuffs?. Tests such as moisture
content, ash content etc. Should be well stated
indicating actual temp. of test in each case.  You may
test for Lead,Pb, because research has shown that
African star apple seeds contain Lead which is
poisonous to livestock.
3.The references should be uniformly written to the
style of the journal. Some Ref. have no page numbers
such as in Lines 146,161,163 and 179.

1. It was clearly defined, see lines 10 and11 of the text.
2. Lines 55 – 59 were detailed enough

to answer the questions observed.
The statement that samples were
passed through blender informed
pulverization, however using
AOAC methods for analyses
should have informed reader(s) that
water content as a nutrient was
determined.

3. Most references involving text
books are cross references, hence,
may not have page numbers .

4. Thanks

Minor REVISION comments Minor revision is needed before publication.
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Optional/General comments The paper has some credit  as an academic researcharticle with little commercial viability.


