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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 
 

 
I find some merit in the paper and the article is an interesting.  However, it is necessary to 
make some changes to be published. 

- Spell error free MS before submitting to Journal. 
- Materials and methods are too long. Only refer to method. It is not necessary to refer to 
the preparation of solutions. For example, you can write: The estimation of peroxide 
number in the fat samples was determined according to the method of Champaign [1]. 
Then refer to equation. 
- In results section: you should be selected to illustrate your recorded data either in tables 
or in figures, not both.  
- Discussion: 
It is not appropriate with your results (where is the discussion; compare your results 
with researchers' results in this field). 
-Write your recommendation in conclusion.  
 

  
 
 
 
Materials and methods, results and discussion and conclusion parts has 
been reformulated and the data was recorded in  figs only as you 
recommended.. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Statistical results  
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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) 
 

 
 
 

 


