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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion 

of additional references, please mention in the review form. 
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The manuscript is important if properly written in food english 
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The abstract is not comprehensive because of poor language construction. I 
have tried to show example of the manuscript. Just click on the abstract to see 
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They are appropriate 
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