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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 
 

 
The Author(s) should go through my comments on the manuscript. There are issues 
with the use of GC for the determination of phospholipids and sterols.  
If the Author(s) address these issues, the MS can be sent to me again. 
 

 
(a) I did not see any comments on the manuscripts regarding 

phospholipids and sterols determinations. However, I want to state 
here that the results we have on the two parameters are genuine. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
Yes. The procedures used for analysis were not clearly stated. Official 
analytical methods have codes. The code of a method used for a particular 
analysis must be stated. This must be done to prevent assumption of 
fabrication of results 
 
 

(a) There are no ethical issues. 
(b) However, in order to satisfy the curiosity of the Reviewer, we have 

included the website of validation methods of AOAC in the reference. 
(c) The authors wish to inform Editor that we have all the procedures of 

physicochemical parameters which deliberately are removed from the 
paper in order to reduce volume. 
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