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 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 
 

 

1) The objectives, methods, results as well as conclusions written in the abstract should be in sync with those written in the entire 

manuscript. 

2) The objectives should be addressed specifically to the research, in sync with what is written in the results and discussion 

section as well as conclusion section. 

3) Materials used for proximate analysis and other tests should also be listed in procurement of materials & method section. 

4) I could not find any discussion in this manuscript. The results section should be accompanied by a discussion based on the 

data found. 

5) The conclusions must be in sync with the research objectives. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
I believe all the comments made are important to the revision of this article. 

I think it would be better if the references used were more recent, at least the last 10 years. I found that reference no.13, comes 

from a journal published in 1923. It would be better if it was replaced with a newer reference.  
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