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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 
 

 
The paper´s title does not correspond with the study. Please, You adjust it, you 
didn´t evaluate the ZnO. Please, You  review the material and method chapter, you 
complete it to be more clear. Please, You review the results that are different in the 
text to the table and adjust it.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

That is right. Requested items are done and the paper´s title corrected 
with the study as is: 
Protein Fractions of Some Plant and Animal Protein Sources Using CNCPS 
Method 
Due to the use of low doses of zinc oxide and the absence of significant 
effects in both the title and the results of the discussion with zinc oxide 
nanoparticles were eliminated. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please, you correct some typing errors. 
 

Words with typographical and grammatical errors corrected. 
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