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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

The amount of research work done in this paper is very 

little. In the Materials and methods section it’s better if 

the author can explain a brief description about the 

proximate analysis of different constituents. 

 

 

- Full stop on the title was removed   

 
- The word verdc is correct, is a scientific 

word indicating group a family. 

-  
          
AOAC METHODS are well documented 
standard procedures, in science is not 
appropriate to re-report standard procedure, 
except with certain modification(s).  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Typos,  spellings and formatting  suggestions are given as  

 

comments in the Manuscript itself. 

 

 

Line 7: is replaced by was 

Line 15: maddobicould = maddobi could   

Line 31 and 42: the words were separated see  

         revised article  

Optional/General comments 

 

 

Discussion part is very poor. 

 

Discussion was recast see revised article  

 

 

 

 


