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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The application of methodology to the statistical analyses is well presented. However, the 
version needs very minor revision.   

• The % phenolic content in the oils used may be elaborated in line 138.  
 

 
 

• Authors should include better and the current literature in the field. 

 
The % phenolic content is not stated in the oils which we used in this study, 

we put this sentence according to reference 31 (Hüsnü K et a1 2010). 

 
We used references in 2010 and 2013 and this is the current literature in this 
field according to our best knowledge. 
 

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) 
 
 

 
There are no ethical issues in this manuscript. 
 

 
 


