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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

The whole manuscript should be sent for English editing.

Abstract: line 10: FAME should be written in full the first time and deleted in
line 14.

Jetropha, Mahua should be italiced and written as Jetropha, mahua

Line 14: Palmitic, Linoleic should start with small letters.
Line 101: Materials and Methods should be boldened and sent to the next

page.

Lines 104 — 106 can be deleted.

Line 133: PERKINELMER USA should be unboldened.

The detailed conditions of the GC-MS analysis should be stated in the
method and how the various compounds were characterized or identified

explained.

How the fatty acid methyl ester were deritvatized should be explained in the
methods.

Lines 166 to 168 should be removed from the results and sent to the
method.

The headings in the manuscript should be numbered.
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