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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

OBJECTIVES: The objective was coherent and direct, easy to achieve.

METHODOLOGY: Although it is a work, with simple analyzes, it is necessary to
describe better the techniques performed and applied to arrive at the final results.
The way it is described is too summarized. A layman who wants to use the
technigues used could not develop them.

RESULTS and DISCUSSION: RESULTS and DISCUSSION: This work obtained
relevant results for the knowledge and nutritional use of the fruits studied.

However, the conclusion is necessary to increase and emphasize the industrial
importance of the use of Anacardium occidentale L Nuts and Carica papaya Seeds,
due to the important nutritional values presented.

The manuscript has been modified

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

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)
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