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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 article majorly comprises of grammar mistakes. I strongly suggest for grammar and 
spellings corrections in the paper. There are various technical mistakes like lack of unit for 
acidity, using unit for specific gravity which is unit less. Besides this paragraphing has 
been done without considering the point of discussion example in case of ‘Introduction’. 
Most of the word are interchangeably used in American English fashion which seems to 
be incorrect, writing the manuscript in a single format (British English) will enhance its 
essence. The result and discussion has to be promoted with description, and by 
comparing with facts mentioned by earlier researchers. I also suggest to go through the 
result related to the texture of whine. The liquid products do not have texture. 
References format is incorrect also the mentioned one’s are very old. Those must 
be updated. 
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Major revision is required 
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