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My individual comments are listed below. 
 
Language is not acceptable. It must be corrected 
by a native speaker in English. 
This paper is rather a report on the chemical 
composition of one food sample. 
P. 2 – Where is an aim of this research? 
All results must be reported as mean value ±SD. 
What is a reason for determination of water 
soluble and sulphated ash? 
P. 4 l. 101 – Centrifugation must be characterized 
by “x g” instead of “rpm”. 
Table 1 & 2 – Where are the units? 
There is no description of cyanide determination. 
References are prepared in a chaotic way. 
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