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PART 1:Journal Name: International Research Journal of Pure and Applied ChemistryManuscript Number: 2013 IRJPAC 4431Title of the Manuscript:
PROXIMATE AND MINERAL COMPOSITION OF NINE NIGERIAN FRUITS

PART 2:
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments
The title, authors’ names and affiliations were not formatted according to the journal
style.
Abstract
-Review your study design
-There is a typing omission in ‘The determinations of the proximate and mineralcomposition of the juice samples of the fruits were what?.. . Do you mean you used AAS for
proximate analysis according to AOAC? Please reconstruct this statement.
- Why are your results without units?
Introduction- There should be a gap between a number and its unit except for % e.g. 30 g, 400

g, 7 mg/day, 30%- Authors can still improve this section with information from published articles
on fruits

Results and Discussion- The table has witnessed a great improvement but you can insert two additional
columns to the right to accommodate the data on crude fibre and lipid.
Furthermore, you can use alphabets A, B, C, D, etc. to represent the fruits and
give the meaning as a footnote e.g. A= Musa paradisiaca , B= Carica papaya, etc.- Readjust the two tables properly so that the tables will come immediately after
the titles- Authors still need to correct some grammatical errors in this paper

The study design has been reviewed. All other observations were dully corrected.


