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Minor REVISION comments 
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ii 2.3 Physico chemical Analysis 
iii 2.5 Sensory Evaluation 
iv 3.1 Proximate composition 
v 3.2 Physico chemical Properties 
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i. Line 7; Add level of sig. (p,<0.05); line 12: write SFC in full ; line 16: write difference 
ii. Line 2: write saponification, not Saponification 
iii. Line 3: semi-trained, not Semi-trained 
iv. Line 11: write difference, not different; line 12: put semi colon after time, not comma; 
decreased, not decrease 
v. Line 7: put ; after [22], not comma; line 10: write being, not been; line 12: write iodine value 
and then (IV); line 22: put ; after (p<0.05), not comma 
vi. Line 7: write ; after temperature, not comma 
vii. Replace subtopic with ‘3.4 Sensory Properties’; line 4/5: use [31], not (Hutching, 1999);   
line 8: put ; after (8,10), not comma 
viii. Use journal style and be consistent 
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