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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

Minor REVISION comments Lines 7-9: The sentence “The amounts of various compounds sucrose, glucose, fructose,
micronutrients, and physical properties in roasted beet root chips of two varieties
cultivated in Jessore (BRJS) and Kustia (BRKS), Bangladesh.” is meaningless. Missing
something?

Lines 15-16: Do not refer to tables or figures in the abstract.

Lines 18, 19, 20: 5.35x10-9, 2.43x10-9, 1.9X10-9 instead 5.35X10-9, 2.43X10-9, 1.9X10-9

Line 23: texture, instead “Texture”. This occurred throughout the text: words that were
incorrectly initialed with capital letters. (for example, lines 48-50; line 59).

INTRODUCTION: The figures showing beets must be numbered.

Throughout the manuscript: the figures and tables should be quoted in the text, not simply
appear without any reference to them. As examples, I cite Figure 1 and Table 1.

Line 119: what is KMS?

Line 166: Figure 2 is very confusing (and was also not quoted in the text).

Line 206: Figure 4 is very confusing.

Sentence correction done

Corrected

Revision done

Corrected

Figure has been numbered

Tables and figures were numbered

Figure 2 has been quoted in the text

Figure 4 deleted
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Optional/General comments I recommend a full review of the text. There are several spelling mistakes. corrected

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)


