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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 titled “Effect of fermentation on the 

proximate, mineral and antinutritional composition 

of slimy kola (Cola verticillata) husk and white shell” 

is an original study. However, some major corrections are 

required. These points are listed below. The abstract 

does not fully reflect the content of the manuscript. 

Introduction is too long. Experimental procedure is not 

understood, exactly. Please explain more deeply. Results 

are too long and complex and also contain repetitive 

situations. Please write more clearly. Discussion is more 

complex and unclear. This part should be rewritten in 

more detail and scientific. The results of the study should 

be explicated in light of the available information and 

taking into consideration the causal link. The conclusion 

part should be rewritten to also highlight the 

contributions of the study results to science and should 

be revised to include the suggestions of the researchers.  

The comments are noted and corrected. 
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