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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

Comments are available in the manuscript.

However, the manuscripts lack scientific vocabulary and scientific soundness,
extensive editing of English language and style required. Moreover, the
material and method section and result and discussion section must be
improved. References should be in similar format.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

The manuscript aimed to highlight the benefits and challenges of assessing the
effects of addition of TiO, edible coatings and storage on the chicken eggs quality
observed at 7 and 14 days of storage.

According to the reviewer, it is an interesting topic food science to improve product
quality and shelf-life for the foreseeable future. The manuscript deals appropriately
with the primary purpose of the study. However, the reviewer has some comments
that may help improve the understanding of the manuscript.
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