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ABSTACT:  
STUDY DESIGNED SHOULD BE CHANGE TO COMPARED THE NUTRIENT AND 
ANTI-NUTREINT IN ……………………… 
REMOVE PLACE AND DURA…….EPLACED WITH STUDY AREA  
METHODOLOGY: REMOVE STANDARD TECHNIQUES AND WRITES THE ACTUAL 
TECHNIQUES YOU HAVE USED. 
 
RESULT: ARRAGE THE RESULT ACCORDING TO HOW THEY APPEAR 
 
CONCLUSION: REMOVE THE WORD PROCESSING AND PUT FERMENTATION 
 
INTRODUCTION:  SOYABEAN IS PUPOLAR AND HAS A NUTRIENT VALUE, PLEASE 
GIVE MORE REF, AND ELABORATE ON DAWADAWA IN NATURAL MAGGI. 
 
PROCESSING FOOD CAN NEVER BETTER THAN NATURAL FOOD, PLEASE USED 
FERMENTATION. 
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YOUR RESULT AND DISCUSSION SHOULD BE SEPARATED 
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- I have changed the Study Design to Compared the Nutrient and 

Antinutrient 

 

- Place and Duration has been changed to Study Area. 

 

- Result has been arranged according to how they appear.  

 

- More Ref has been included on the introduction. Also more 

important information has been included on the introduction. 

 

- The word processing has been replaced with Fermentation 

  

- The aim has been captured at the end of the Introduction 

 

- The result and discussion has been separated. 

 

- The work has been discussed extensively. 
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