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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Introduction is good, but too much of information, next background also included, 

so reduce the unnecessary sentences. 
 

2. Background- need to reduce the points 
 
 

3. Review of Literature- I s good, but no recent researches, after 2014 there is no 
reviews. Need to include 

 
4. Author need to include ref for all the information (for eg. Codex Committee on Food 

– no ref in the text) 
 

5. Demographic questions included age, gender, residence, income, education and 

frequency of shopping at the ted supermarket.- check 

 
6. Work is good, but the way of conveying of matters to readers in quite complicated. 

Authors need to concise the matter and given to the readers, then the lay person 

also understands what they going to convey. One more is, for the research paper 

this much of long manuscript is acceptable or not 
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Kindly rebuild the matter and submit to the journal 
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