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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 
 

Need to reconsider the title of the experiment. It's not clear what authors are trying to 
reveal.  
Abstract should re organized and revised as per sequence which is suggested in 
comments. 
Introduction is verbose. Therefore, it should not contain more than 3-4 paras. please also 
introduce the special oils and compounds in the Introduction part. e.g. what is trans-
anethole, fenchone, DPPH, fenshone, α- pinene, D-limonene and so on 
Materials and methods have some minor corrections which need to be addressed. 
As this is a 2 year experimental data; so It would be better if pooled data of 2 years are 
presented 
Conclusion should be more simple, specific and contain key message only 
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