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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 

 

1. The materials and methods should be subdivided 

further as : 2.1 Materials and 2.2 Methods. 

2. Under methods, the analyses carried out must be 

distinctively separated e.g. 2.2.1 PH; 2.2.1 Total acidity 

etc 

3. Under Results and Discussion, the word 

determination should be removed from lines 98 and 

118 

 

2.1 Sample collection and storage 

 

2.2 Analysis of physico-chemical properties 

 

2.3 Analysis of nutritional properties 

 

Regarding the sub-sections i.e. 2.2.1, etc, I would 

like to differ, that would create too long document 

unnecessarily while there is nothing new to the 

existing body of knowledge. 

 

It it lines 87 and 118 that contain the word 

‘determination’, these have been changed to 

accordingly and highlighted as advised! 
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