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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

- Your effort is valuable for collecting content and will take better shape with a general
review.

-The text of the abstract is very short, the number of words should be between 150 and 250
words

- It is better to mention the results of other researches about it in the introduction (you have
talked very little about this)

-It is better to use the results of new references

Minor REVISION comments

- Check spelling errors throughout the text
- Use punctuation in the appropriate place (, -; -: etc.)
- Scientific names of plant should be written in italics throughout the text

Optional/General comments

-Keywords in the article abstract should be arranged alphabetically

-Modify the references format based on the journal format

- Digital Object Identifier (Doi) for all references should be checked and write (We have
reviewed them for more examples and brought them to you in the comment section.)
-Edit spelling mistakes in the reference list

-Write the full name of the journal in reference list
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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