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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 271,272: Author should state method of sensory evaluation, Hedonic scale? 
Lines 836,837,842,843  (check references to complete them) 
 
 
 
 

1. The Hedonic scale, a five- point hedonic scale (1=Dislike very much, 
2=Dislike moderately, 3=Neither like nor dislike, 4=Like moderately and 
5=Like very much) has been indicated under section 2.9 Sensory Analysis of 
the Developed formulations, from Line 271. 
2. The references indicated in Lines 836, 837, 842 and 843 have been 
completed and highlighted in yellow under the reference section. 
 
Thank you for the 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) 
 
 

 
The ethical issues have been addressed and presented already 
 in the manuscript, please refer to section 2.5 Ethical approval and 
Clearance for the Study, between lines 161 and 174 
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