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Reviewer’s comment 

I have reviewed the interesting and simple 

manuscript “EFFECT OF ALKALINE PRETREATMENT 

AND FERMENTATION ON PROTEIN FRACTIONS OF 

KARAMAKA A HIGH-TANNIN SORGHUM CULTIVAR 
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in English 

2. In the introduction section is OK 
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4. Titles of the figures or tables should be self-

explicative. There some recommendations on the 

PDF version of the manuscript (attached) 

5. The section “Conclusions” should be enriched with 

some author’s opinion 

6. Some old references should be replaced by new 

ones, if possible 
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