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PART 1: Review Comments

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
would be perfect and ready for publication after the following correction:-
1- Abstract should be writen clear from the results.
2- In the method section the author should read the procedure carefully especially
protein determination and antinutritional factors.
3- In the result section, the author should rewrite the explanation of his results to be
clear and convince
4- There are many English mistakes in this manuscript
5- The concentration of preservatives should be (W/V) because NaCl and citric acid
are solids

1. More results from the study have been included in the abstract.
2. The procedure was left as standard methods to reduce the number of

pages in compliance with instruction given by another reviewer of this
manuscript.

3. The explanation of results obtained has been rewritten to make it
clear and convincing.

4. The areas in the manuscript with English mistakes have been
corrected.

5. The change has been made. Thanks so much for your wonderful
comments. We appreciate.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)



SDI Review Form 1.6

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)


