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 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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
Yes, to some extent 
Suitable 
 
Abstract may be rewritten in more comprehensive manner.  
 
Please check the Authors guideline, should stick to the Journal’s prescribed pattern.  
 
Yes, though presentation is not up to the mark.  
 
References should be rechecked. There are lot of mismatches. Some references have been 
deleted also. Please refer to the comments made in reviewed manuscript.  
 
The manuscript needs major revision. Please refer to the revised manuscript and make the 
corrections accordingly. Many of the portions need rewriting and restructuring.  
 
The introduction par may be condensed/ shortened.  
 
Graphs are not required as such. Instead, use Table for proximate composition.  
 
In Table, follow uniform pattern for putting superscript. Start the lowest as “a” and then ‘b’  
‘c’ etc. Here for different parameters you have used different patterns. Give P value for each 
parameter.  
 
The discussion part is very much stereo typed . May be rewritten in two paragraphs ( on for 
proximate and another for mineral composition). The statistical implications should also be 
reflected in discussion.  

Strictly adhere to the journal’s guideline for reference. After all corrections made, recheck 
the references.  
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

 
Correction made in the revised manuscript and some paragraphs are asked to be rewritten  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Please refer and address all the comments and corrections suggested in the body of the 
revised manuscript.  
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