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PART 1. Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the It is considered an addition of science in the field of manufacturing alternative dairy products,
importance of this manuscript for the scientific which is awelcomed field by alarge number of consumers.

community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Is the title of the article suitable? | think the title is not suitable.
(If not please suggest an alternative title) Suggestion title: Development and evaluation of flaxseed butter.
Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do The abstract is OK

you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please Yes, it is scientifically correct, except for some correction that needs to be done. The correction was
write here. written in the Pat 2 of this file.
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you Some of the references are old, and some are too old.

have suggestions of additional references, please | The bibliography of the reference is not needed for numbering.
mention them in the review form.
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

In general, it is OK, except for some mistakes, it was mentioned in the next column.

Optional/General comments

Introduction: The first paragraph lacks references. Many phrases are written without references! At
least add 3 references.

Material and methods:

Declare all the sample numbers clearly. With a clear definition of each sample at the end of the first
paragraph before Table 1. The written explanation in the below Table 2, is better to move to the end of
the first paragraph in the material and method.

2.1 Analytical, convert to proximate analysis.

- Itis written in 2.2.1 that the sample was taken on the dry basis weight. Did the rest of the analyses
also on the dry basis weight? If yes, it should be mentioned in Table 2. If not, the analyses should be
repeated on the dry basis weight and then written in Table 2.

Result and Discussion:

The sequence of the samples in Table 2 should be written according to Table 1.

The explanation of the samples under Table 2. Should be deleted and moved to the end of the first
paragraph of Material and Methods.

3.1 Moisture content: line 5, grammar mistake (was not a significant) correct is (was no a significant).
Same mistake in the ash content, please correct it. Chane the (Table 3) in the Ash content to (Table 2),
there is No Table 3!! In the Fat content : (was a significant (p) on the fat), please change to (was a
significant (p) in the fat).

The 4" line in the Protein content: change (that there significant) ..., please change to that there was a
significant .....).

Conclusion: Not propagate conclusion. Please rewrite the conclusion and delete any declaration from
reference or any author, it should write in the introduction, not in the conclusion.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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