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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 manuscript needs serious re-writing. | have made some suggestion on the sent
manuscript. It would be good to follow the common separation of the text in
‘Introduction; Material and Method; Results and Discussion’

The experiment on definition of crude protein should be described, too.

Your suggestion is great in case of submitted article as a research article, not
as a short scientific note. The note could be written briefly and directly to
observe the reader with a result not with a methodology or research issues.

The literature extended by adding four modern references and converting the
draft to short research article.

However, regarding changes such as Figure instead of graph, and crude
protein definition, those changes will be modified in reviewed context draft.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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