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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 
 

 
References mentioned in introduction, methods and discussion to be numbered 
sequentially and presented in reference section as per numbers and not alphabetically, 
References should be listed at the end of the manuscript and numbered in the order that 
they appear in the text. Every reference referred in the text should also be present in the 
reference list and vice versa. In the text, citations should be indicated by the reference 
number in brackets [ ]).  
 
The cited journals should be italicised eg Erikainure O.L., Egagah, T.I ., Bolaji, P.,T., 
Ajiboye, A.J.,(2010) Developmemt and quality assessment of dark chocolate products . 
American  Journal of  Food Technology,  5(5), 324-330  
 
The Author may want to use a more resent edition (18

th
 edition) of AOAC instead of the 

16
th
 edition cited in the text 

The total calorific values of the spiced chocolates in table 4 do not seem to reduce in 
comparison with the control as claimed by the author in the Abstract 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Source of the flow chart of chocolate production is not included in the text 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Few citation in the entire work! Line 10-12 of Introduction starting with “Recent advances 
in food safety…….Ref? 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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