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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments
I had just one doubt on tables 4 and 5. For example, on table 5, from 5 roasted meat The reviewer checked the data and noticed a small error which has no

loaf analysed, only 4 (80%) achieved the reformulation targets in 2015? Is that it? influence on the results. Not 80%, but 60% of roasted meat products achieved
Or 80% refers to the 5 products analysed? reformulation target in 2015. Changes has been made

Optional/General comments
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