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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 research is very vital and important in plant researches. But there are some suggestions that may evaluate the article: 
- The scientific names of the referred plants must be included, 
- The article novelty should be illustrated in the abstract, 
- The abstract should present a small summary of the whole article; which should take about the introduction, materials and methods, 

results, discussion, and followed by a conclusion. But here, the authors only focused on the aim, experimental work, and limited 
results, 

- As suggestion, authors should reduce the introduction and improve the discussion, 
- The tables don’t have any mention through the results, as the results must illustrate the results, 
- Statistical analysis is performed well, but they must be exhibited during the results paragraphs, 
- Please, give more discussion on the results, 
- An acknowledgement must be added after the conclusion.  
- References need to be updates at recent 5 years. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- Some grammatical edits mentioned in the manuscript, 
- Some steps in materials and methods need references. 
- Note: if the sentence starts by a reference, the scientists’ name of the reference must be written before the reference number,  

for example: “[31] stated that the recent global trend “aims to use natural products to preserve the environment and avoid side 
effects,” 
.. It should be written as “Sadiq et al. [31] stated that the recent global trend “aims to use natural products to preserve the 
environment and avoid side effects,” 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
- As suggestion, authors should reduce the introduction and improve the discussion. 
- Results and discussion need rephrasing. 
- References need to be updates at recent 5 years. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 

Comment ]lh1 :[add the scientist’s name 

Comment ]lh2 :[the scientist name should be 
added before the reference number 

Comment ]lh3 :[add the scientist’s name 

Comment ]lh4 :[the scientist name should be 
added before the reference number 
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