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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

Minor REVISION comments

Some parts of the paper (Introduction, Discussions) are difficult to read because they are
written in a single paragraph. Please split them in several small ones, according to the
presented ideas.

Suggestions: add a supplementary photo with the dish for Fig. 5-10 (perhaps an original
one for each production diagram). | think it would look better and it would be more
interesting for readers.

All over the text you mention Figure x, while all the titles are Fig. x. Please use a single
form.

“Conclusion” is too similar with the Abstract. You can add some more of your specific
results, there are enough in the paper.

Check and correct the citations — | didn’t found [15] and 18 is written ((18). Also,
References are written different from one paper to another — fix this.

Pay attention to writing and punctuation marks (Materiel, Localitys etc).

Optional/General comments
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