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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 
 

1. There are many recent studies available in this topic. Those should be 
included in the review. More recent references should be renewed.  

2. Table 1 should include a column of references. 
3. Table 1 should be revised properly; some inputs are not clear. 
4. More and fresh application on food product should be include in the table. 
5. Principle and Mechanism of ultrasound technology should be included with 

proper diagram. 
6. Equation in line number 86 should be written properly. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Grammatical and spelling mistakes  

• 19th and 242nd line “environmentally friendly“- incorrect 

• In paragraph- generation of power ultrasound, 'e' stands for what? 

• 9th line of abstract, ultrasonic should be replaced with ultrasonication 
methods or ultrasound 

2. In some places, references were not properly written, there is a comma before et 
al. which is not correct way. 

3. Problem of spacing in references.  
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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) 
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