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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

Minor REVISION comments

he paper is of scientific interest, and the topic falls within
the scope of the journal. The paper is written in clear and
understandable manner, material and methods are
described extensively and the results are convincing.
However, there some minor corrections to be done
before it is considered for publication. These include:

1. Abstract
Study design: Replace the statement: “The study
was based on comparison of the means of different
essays by analysis of variance (ANOVA).” With this
one: “An experimental study design was employed
in order to achieve the objective of the study.”

2. Make the necessary replacements in the following
lines:
e Line 23 replace “[6, 7, 2, 8]” with “[2, 6-8]"
* Line 30 replace “[9, 10, 11, 12]” with “[9-12]"

3. Use appropriate tools for designing of Figure 2.
4. Line 151 should read: “... Baranyi and Robert [17] ...”

All revisions prescribed by the reviewer have
been done and the Figure 2 in the text has been
designed with the use of appropriate tools as
possible.

We hope that all the remarks bring by reviewer
have understood and respected.

Optional /General comments
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