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regarding the importance of | issue regarding production of animal proteins for the

this manuscript for the increasing human population
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levels of sun-dried water melon peel waste

Is the abstract of the article
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Implications of some of the high/low values need to be
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Are the references sufficient and
recent? If you have suggestions
of additional references, please
mention them in the review
form.
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Is the language/English quality
of the article suitable for
scholarly communications?
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The author needs to be consistence with his/her choice of

words
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Be consistence with the scientific name of your tested
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