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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

Title: There is no indication that this work is building on
a previous one and therefore Authors must delete
“improved” since it gives a wrong impression.
Materials & Method : Author(s) must explain the basis
of the formulations and spell out the role of soybean
and mangoes. Modify flow diagrams to clearly
distinguish between the products.

Authors mention “two way ANOVA for comparing
sample treatment and heat treatment...” but the results
does not show any such comparison. Please delete the
statement

Results and Discussions : Author(s) must explain
clearly the basis for selecting FSB as the most
acceptable product since ANOVA did not show
significant differences in acceptability scores (If it was
selected based on other attributes please state and
justify it in the discussion). Author(s) must revisit the
discussions, explain the results well, argue the points
out clearly and support with previous works (citations).
References: Please provide the missing details in the
list of references.

Other comments are tracked on the main manuscript

Minor REVISION comments

Materials and Methods : Procedures for proximate
analysis are approved standard methods and therefore
there is no need writing them out in full. Other
comments are tracked on the main manuscript
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General comments are tracked on the manuscript
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