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Minor REVISION comments 
 

I will suggest the publication of the manuscript with 
minor revision. 
Line 114, format of the equation 
Table 1 to Table 6:  format of the tables 
From the conclusion: Addition of vegetable will 
decrease rank of the color, crispness, and overall 
acceptability, then what can you do to improve the 
quality of the product enrich with those vegetables? 
 

Table formatted and equation formatted 
 
Improving the quality will be with the use of 
smaller ratio of vegetable. 
Also awareness of the importance of the 
enrichment of chinchin can be done and 
emphazized to improve the quality. 
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