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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 
 

 

• Nutritional Composition is a better phrase compared to proximate analysis  
 

• Arrange the key words in the Alphabetical order. 
 

• Some spelling mistakes need to be corrected 
 
 
 
 

 

• The use of nutritional composition is a broader term than proximate 
composition. The use of proximate composition is specific as it dwells 
strictly on moisture, protein, fat, crude fiber, ash and carbohydrate 
contents of the food samples respectively. 

• Key words have been arranged in alphabetical order as advised. 

• Spelling mistakes corrected as advised. 
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