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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 
 

- Table 1 has std included in the presentation of results while Table 2 does not 
- In section 2.1.1, please mention in a line or two how the hexane residues were 

removed from the sample. 
- In the reference section, please be consistent (check my comments in the 

reviewed article. 
 
 
 
 
 

 Standard deviation has been included in Table 2  

 The method of removal of hexane from sample has been stated. 

 References were corrected. 

Optional/General comments 
 

Generally, the paper is well written and has highlighted new chemical and nutritional 
perspectives of pumpkin seeds. Please publish it! 
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