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In this revised version, I still recommend an English revision by a native speaker since 

many grammar errors and type mistakes are still present. I guess that some certificates 

obtained by Journal of American Experts, British Proof Reading or similar would be 
mandatory in this case. In several different parts of the text, the description is confused 

and must be rewritten.  

The concept of world patent, WO, instead of World patent application continues wrong 
although this will not interfere in the quality of the paper. No one will get a WO granted 

patent. WO is related only to patent application. Several mistakes concerning this can 

be found in papers from a huge diversity of research areas. Although, as I said, this will 
not interfere in the final quality of paper. 

I don´t understand why in the text free information for under development countries is 

emphasized if a very expensive Matheo Software is utilized. 

The focus of the paper is confused. The analysis was made up regarding coconut, fiber, 
moringa and so on. Although it is possible to connect these contents, the information of 

these is dispersed through the text.  

The APA methodology is not trustable and the results should be more explored in 
depth. 

Above all, I guess that after a strong grammar revision by a native speaker the paper 

can be considered to publication.  
 

 

 

 

Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Anonymous  

Department, University & Country Brazil 

 

 


