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Compulsory REVISION comments

This manuscript requires major English language
copyediting. It is very hard to understand this
manuscript because it was poorly written. That is,
very serious English grammatical errors should be
corrected.

Also, the study was poorly designed. The study is
unclear of any bias. For example, how were the
tasting panelists chosen? Having tasting panelists
to generate results for sensory acceptance and
flavors is very subjective and is prone to errors
and biases. There should be chemical experiments
to assess these sensory acceptance and flavors.
Further, there are numerous spelling errors that
should be corrected.
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OK. Thank you for this right comment.

The manuscript has been deeply recasted to
succeed in best readability.

A lot of informations have been added
throughout the full manuscript to fit scientifically
improved document. Many writing errors have
also been corrected.
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