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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 
 

No major revision comment 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Renumber the sections of the paper and changing the title of the last section (i.e. 2. 
Materials and Methods; 3. Results and Discussion; and 4. Conclusions and 
Recommendations) 

2. The citation “California Environmental Protection Agency, 1994” in page 8 should 
also be in number format, i.e. “[53]”, and should also be included in the list of 
references at the end of the paper. Then, renumber the succeeding citations, as 
well as the list of references.  

3. The last sentence of the paper (recommendation) should be revised. (Even without 
this study, moderate consumption of any beer is always recommended. Also make 
a clear recommendation as regards “beers produced using extract from G. kola”.) 

4. In addition, provide other scholarly recommendations based on the results of the 
study.   
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