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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 the title, the author mentioned a supply chain. His sample does not include any 
aspect of the food supply chain at all; he only collected samples from the 
marketplace. So the judgment will be either the title is misleading or the 
methodology came up short in terms of data representation.  
I recommend that the author changes the title, omit the part (supply chain), and only 
proceed with the sample presented in the methodology.  
The manuscript requires proofreading  
The tables and figures are not cross-referenced within the manuscript.  
I can't understand the study's significance and purpose since the author did not 
provide its importance.  
What does the study aim to add to the field, and why is it essential to the consumer? 
Is the danger arise from eating the fruits or drinking ready-made juice?  
What are the general reader benefits from this study?  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please use online citation tools such as Mendeley or Zotero; they are FREE.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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