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 Reviewer’scomment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correctthe 
manuscript and highlight that part in 
themanuscript.Itismandatorythat authorsshouldwrite 
his/herfeedbackhere) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments 
 
1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientific community? 

(Pleasewritefewsentences onthismanuscript) 
 
2. Is thetitleof thearticlesuitable? 

(If notpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 
 
3. Istheabstractofthearticle comprehensive? 

 
4. Are subsections andstructureofthemanuscript appropriate? 

 
 
6. Doyou thinkthemanuscript isscientificallycorrect? 

 

7. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you havesuggestion 
of additional references, please mention in thereviewform. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free 
toprovideadditionalsuggestions/comments) 
 

 

Themanuscript isofimportancefor researchanddesignoftechnologiesfor 
obtainingfoodproducts. 

Thetitle of the paper isconsistent withtheassumed objectives. 
 
 
Theabstract isformulated accordingtotheobjectives ofthe research. 

The structureofthemanuscriptis properlyconstructed, coveringthestepstakenin 
definingtheresearchand interpretingthe results. 

The way of organizing the study, the presentation of the methods and conditions in 
whichthe research was carried out, the bibliographic references studied as well as the 
way ofinterpretingthe results areelements thatwould substantiate the research 
carriedout. 

 
Thereferencesstudiedandused inthepresentation areappropriate. 
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1.Islanguage/Englishqualityof thearticlesuitablefor 

scholarlycommunications? 

 
 
Need to review the language  
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