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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 
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Yes. It will enable get medicinal value attached to the plant if well utilised. 
 
 
No. A review on Physiochemical and nutritional analysis of dragon fruit (Hylocereus 
polyrhizus (F.A.C.Weber) Britton & Rose) cultivated in ( State the Country) 
 
No. No introduction has been given. Author should have highlighted the aim, state 
methodology and then come up with results and conclusion; summary form. 
 
No. The MS has not been clearly given subsections and described in each appropriately. 
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No. Referencing has been done wrongly and not to the Journals Format and standard. 
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