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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 
 

It is extremely important to avoid abbreviations in the abstract. Please, decrypt TVB-N, SD, 
RTD, OD and RTD when they are mentioned for the first time in the abstract.   
 
The aim of the study is not marked enough clearly. It would be better not to start the aim 
from the word “however”. 
 
In the description of the drying methods 1 and 2, it seems important to mention the total 
time of the drying procedures. 
 
In the paragraph “Proximate Composition Analysis”, describing the core of the method in 
few phrases will be appreciated by the readers.  
 
In “result and discussion”, the authors did not explain why to their knowledge protein, ash 
and lipid content was considerably lower in smoke dried samples? Because of the higher 
moisture content? 
 

-corrected as per reviewer comments 
 
-try to clarify the objectives of study 
 
-corrected as per reviewer comments. 
 
 
-I acknowledged the reviewer 
 
-possible reasons for this happening has added to the text. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

NA 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

NA 
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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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