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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 
 

 
In this work, I noted that in the results parts, the authors have obtained : 49.72%  of 
proteins, 7.2%  lipids, 10.3% Carbohydrats, 7.9% Of moisture and 6.3% Of mineral 
So, When we sum these value I don’t find 100%  but 80.82. 
Question. Where is the  
where is the missing percentage? 

The values of ash (9.86%) and crude fiber were missing, so the chemical 
compositions will be as the following: high protein content, 49.72 (% w/w), 
total lipids 7.2% (w/w), total carbohydrates 10.3% (w/w), moisture 7.5% (w/w), 
ash 9.86%, crude fiber 8.52% and minerals 6.9 % (w/w). 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

This work had already been done by other researchers 
It isn’t  a original work 
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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) 
 
 

 
 

 


