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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

This is a very interesting paper in which authors try to summarize the basic information on
virgin olive oil and to present their own research results and conclusions regarding its use in
Croatian gastronomic offer. However, it needs major revisions:

1. The section ABSTRACT needs to be rewritten according to the comments attached and
after the changes in other sections of the paper are done. Could you, please, provide
stated?

2. The aim and the scope of the paper should be clearly added in the introduction. Could
you, please, provide stated?

3. The text font in this paper will be acceptable after you correct it according to the "Author
Guidelines". Could you, please, provide corrections?

3. References made to other work in this paper will be acceptable after you correct errors
according to the "Author Guidelines".

Literature references in many places in text are missing.

Some references listed in the section REFERENCES are not mentioned in the text.
Detected errors are highlighted in the document comments (attached). Could you, please,
correct errors?

4. Please, format the tables according the sample table format given in "Author Guidelines"
5. Some of the results are not clearly presented. Please find comments attached. Could you,
please, provide clarifications?

6. The section CONCLUSION needs to be rewritten according to the comments attached
and after the changes in other sections of the paper are done. Could you, please, provide
stated?

Minor REVISION comments

1. The language, grammar and syntax will be acceptable after you correct errors. Detected
errors are highlighted in the document comments (attached). Please, could you correct the
grammar and syntax errors?

Optional/General comments
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