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You look for “Bambara Groundnut” in data bases papers, 

at least you find proximate analysis, mineral composition, 

antinutrient composition, functional properties and 

carbohydrate fractions in a manuscript. The present 

paper only shows proximate analysis and no more and 

the scientific contribution is very little because other 

papers present the same conclusions.  

Abstract is so simple. Introduction is short and it needs 

more references. Materials do not have the chemical 
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writing. This article needs more references of 

international studies you have to have a good number 

(40 or more) of references. The paper is so short. Some 
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