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Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript 
for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? 
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It is demandable as it describes about a significant and compulsory 
food. 
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Quite appropriate  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this 
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It is a small scale study though it can be scientifically appreciable.   
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