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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. In line 7, mad should be replaced with made. 
2. In line 21, the sentence should end with full stop. 
3. Erlenmayer spelling mistakes in lines 65 & 67. 
4. In Table 1, the amount of skim milk and refined sugar the comma should replaced 

with dot. 
5. In line 111,in  ware should be replaced with were. 
6. In Table 2, the average value, comma should replaced with dot. 
7. Figure 1, caption should be aligned. 
8. In Table 3, the average value, comma should replaced with dot. 
9. In Table 4, , the average value, comma should replaced with dot. 
10. Lines 278 & 279 should be re written. 
11. In line 279, the word number should replaced with amount. 
12. In Table 5, , the average value, comma should replaced with dot. 
13. The other concentrations also should be compared for the moisture content and 

fibre content. 
14. In Table 10, , the average value, comma should replaced with dot. 
15. Bayes should be written as Bayes 
16. The References should be cited in the text as in the chronological order. The 

author has cited the references in the text randomly. 
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