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PART  1: Review Comments  
 
 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 
 

*line 23. Can you justify    how  “ development” is a 
key words? What kind of development? Economic? 
Model..? 
 
*lines125, and table2, can you explain how (the 
formula) you calculate the moisture content? 
 
*table2; how can you explain that all the samples 
have the same initial moisture content? (7.33 or 
0.53)? that is  infrequent with agricultural produc ts 
 
*line 216, it is strange that all your samples have  
identical initial weight (3.28 and 2.05)? is it so for 
all maize for example? 
 
*Line232-233 (fig2).  
-The only one fig of results. It better to fit the diff 
curves (solar concentrator and direct one) to 
comprare the result 
-line 188-190  “…fig 2 shows …the open air tray 
was slower…” I don’t found that result from fig2! 
 
*line 184-185 for plantain, moisture content is 
higher in wet basis(80%) vs 73% dry basis!!! 
  
*line 184-185 vs Table2, there difference between 
the moisture contents (73%=?7.33), (56%=?0.58)!! 
 
*lines 204-205 …this findings collaborate with 

Yes; development in term of economic  
 
 
 
Yes; Detained in 2.2: data analysis 
 
Yes; Detained in 2.1 ; Experimental procedure 
and samples preparation 
 
 
Ditto 
 
 
 
Two products only 
 
 
Noted and corrected 
 
Noted and corrected 
 
Ditto 
 
 
corrected 
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others researchers…, please, what is original in 
your paper? Just to reproduce others works? If 
not, can you precise what is different here! 
 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

*Line 20-21: please define t and p, 
 
 

Noted and t and p are the same . 
(P ≥0.05) 

Optional /General  comments 
 

*Your introduction is too long/comparing to your 
conclusion and authors parts of the text. 
*lines 228-229, fig1, I suggest to present only the figure 
without the frame; and note the different parts of the 
figure 
*lines 237-248, lake of information in your conclusion. 
As a scientific text, I suggest you to add some values 
(ex solar concentrator is 2times more efficient…) 
 

Noted and Corrected 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted and corrected 

 
 
 


