SCIENCEDOMAIN international "?f-'i-,-_-;j’-
Wiw. sciencedomain.org -
BCIENCEDDMAN

SDI Review Form 1.6

PART 1:
Journal Name: International Journal of Biochemistry Research & Review
Manuscript Number: MS: 2012/1JBcRR /2017

Title of the Manuscript:
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General guideline: Reviewers are requested to follow these guidelines during review: (Note: Title of different sections as proposed below may differ
in case of review paper / case reports)

¢ Introduction (Is the problem/objective of this study original, important and well defined?)

e Materials & methods (Kindly comment on the suitability of the methods. Sufficient details of the methods should be provided to allow peers
to evaluate and/or replicate the work)

e Results & discussion (Kindly comment on: 1. Are the data well controlled and robust? 2. Authors should provide relevant references
during discussion. 3. Discussion and conclusions should be based on actual facts and figures. Biased claims should be pointed out. 4.
Are statistical analyses must for this paper? If yes, have sufficient and appropriate statistical analyses been carried out?)

e  Conclusion (Is the conclusion supported by the data, discussed inside the manuscript? Conclusions should not be biased and should be
based on the data, presented inside the manuscript only)

e  Are all the references cited relevant, adequate? Are there any other suitable current references authors need to cite?

e This form has total 9 parts. Kindly note that you should use all the parts of this review form.
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reviewer,
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‘Corrected’/ if
not agreed, give
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COMPULSORY REVISION comments

1.Discussion Line 25 figure 18a must be incorrect.

2. Discussion Line 27 figure 3 must be incorrect.

3.Discussion line5 “The class ......is characterized by variable water.”, however, the
water content will variable after harvest. How the authors could make sure the
water content of each special species will remain the same during the storage and
experiment time?

4.The data of “Table II: composition in antinutritional ....” have a lot of incorrect, as
mark below, and that will affect the result and conclusion.

The first, mark 1 the oxalic acid is higher than the other for about 40 times?, mark
2,214.80 and 1.97 has the same significantly different?, same as mark 3 2.00 and
150.63?.
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factors Oxalic acid Tannins hydrocyanic acid Alkaloids Sapogenins

(mg/100g ms) mg/100 g ms) (10-2. Mg / kg dm) mg/100 g ms (% M.S)
Species
D.dumetorum 12.93h 3303e 560.10e 167.70e 0.78b

1263 e 45603 e 1490

D.togoensis
D.minutiflora 10.03 e 385730

10LQ3a 0900
D bulbifera bulbil 933cd 7 16553 d 022a
D.mangenotiana 9.03h 4004 570306 0.05a

D.praehensilis 833¢ 2003 ¢ 410.73 d 17570 026a
Dbulbifera  tuber 683b 42100 ¢ 24823d 10031 0.08a
D.hirtiflora 6350a 7.00b 31503 ¢ 107.63 b 1.34c¢
D.burkilliana 543a 4030 48023 g 187.03 g 020a

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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