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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
Introduction

1. The title should be numbered. 1.0 Introduction, 2.0 Materials and Method, 2.1 Raw
Beet…3.0 Result and Discussion etc

2. All botanical name (genus and species) must be italicized.
3. Please join paragraph three and four so the explanation can be continuous. Also

improve the font size of paragraph three before merging.

Materials and Method
1. Please give citation for the flow chart
2. Physiochemical analysis, bulk density determination, moisture diffusivity and

Sensory evaluation should be before the statistical analysis.

Figures and Table
1. Please only one illustration can be used for proximate composition. The table or the

chart not both. I prefer the bar because it makes the work more beautiful. The same
goes for table 2, figure 2 and table 3, figure 3.

2. Carbohydrate should be written in full not ‘CHO’ so the manuscript can be uniform.

Result and Discussion
1. Please give proper discussions in accordance to the data obtained from this study.

Reference
1. The name of journals should be written in full for uniformity sake.

Title has been numbered

Botanical name has been italised

Citation given

Corrected in the revised manuscript
Corrected as suggested
Full form has been given

Corrected

Correction done

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


