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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, The authors have done a quality research leads for advanced studies to the 
researchers. 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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Optional/General comments 
 

In whole article, Format for mentioning the units along with numerals should follow a same format. 
For example, In line number 117, used 70 g but in line number 117, used 70g,  like. Standard one is 
70 g. 
In whole article, go through and correct the marked typo errors. 
In Page No. 1, Line No. 13, Grammatical error should be removed, (use present tense). 
In abstract, the sub titles (Aim, Place of study, Methodology, Results and Conclusion) should be 
removed and the content may concise as a paragraph. 
In line No. 58 & 61 typo error should be removed. 
In line No. 110, mention the name of the store or reframe the sentence. 
In line No. 150, use the botanical name with italic format. 
In line No. 193, the sentence should be reframed with clear meaning. 
In Line 411, sentence should be rewrite. 
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