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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

The manuscript reports a study on velvet tamarind
pulp nutritional composition. The data reported (e.g.
Abstract) should be homogeneous (see mg/g and %)
and referred to a standard, for example to the RDA
using homogeneous units. Methods used for
analytical determination should be detailed and not
repeating already established and reported method.
Has any modification been apported to the method
used to analyze the tamarind matrix ? Method used
for Vitamin C analysis should be described. The
results and discussions section. Table 1 and following
Tables do not include or report different measure
units (see Table 3) in the same Table! Comparison
data would be better represented in a Table than in
the text. Reading is difficult and comparison also.
Authors state “ash composition can be regarded as
index to measure the quality of food”: please explain
and give references. All data relative to comparison
with other minerals vegetal sources should be
reported as Tables and discussed in the text as
overall values.

The nutritional composition claimed in the title of
the manuscript is not clear: only the mineral
composition is discussed while nothing is reported
on other nutrients (excluding Vitamin C) contained
in the analyzed matrix.

Minor REVISION comments
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Optional /General comments

English text needs a complete and careful revision.

Reviewer Details:

Name: Anonymous

Department, University & Country Italy

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




