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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

In my opinion, there are major drawbacks in this
paper. The needs of studying frozen oil should be
clear, as there is no obvious advantage to store it in
this form. However, more interesting is the
comparison between 4 and 20 celsius degrees.
Moreover, the materials and methods applied should
be better defined, i.e. the type and volume of
containers. It would be interesting not just to
measure the composition of the oils at the end of the
storage period (the date is not clear), but also during
the storage itself.

The results should be presented in a more clear way,
and a deeper discussion is needed. I feel that the
authors need a deeper review of the relevant
literature, to better introduce the topic, and to
compare their results with previous findings.

Itis, however, interesting that many different types
of oils from the market were tested. I'd suggest to
include more information about them, where
possible (for example, location, producer, shelf-life
period, etc. indicated on the label).

For these reasons, I would suggest the paper to be
rejected in this form. It might be re-submitted after
careful corrections, and possibly after repeating
some measurements during the storage, if the editor
agrees.
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Minor REVISION comments

Please find minor revision comments directly added as
comment in the pdf file attached.

Optional /General comments

Please see my comments in the pdffile.
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