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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment
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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments
1)The manuscript is very badly written. The language did not make any sense. Suggest for the author to
seek help in language correction.

2) Particle size was one of the parameter studied. However, there was no mention of what this particle size
is. Is it particle size of the carbon dioxide, papaya leaf or the phenol?

3) No mention of how phenol is identified. The extract obtained could be any compound

4) Authors merely report the results of study. There was no discussion on how or why such phenomena
occurred

5) What is the significance of the study?

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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