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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance 
of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do 
you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it highlights the therapeutic 
potential of Tithonia diversifolia fermented extracts. I appreciate its comprehensive 
analysis and the potential for advancing phytochemical and pharmacological research. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title of the article, "Biological Activities and Phytochemical Constituents in the Stimulatory 
Potential of Tithonia diversifolia Fermented Extracts: A Review," is suitable as it accurately 
reflects the content and focus of the manuscript. 

An alternative title could be: "Stimulatory Potential of Fermented Tithonia diversifolia Extracts: 
Biological Activities and Phytochemical Analysis." 

 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you 
suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this 
section? Please write your suggestions here. 

 

The abstract of the article is comprehensive, covering the key aspects of the study. However, 
some points could be clarified and streamlined for better readability. Here are my suggestions: 

1. Clarify the objective: Make the primary goal of the study more explicit. 
2. Simplify language: Use more straightforward language for better comprehension. 
3. Remove redundancy: Eliminate repetitive points to make the abstract more concise. 

 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes but the subheadings which should me included according to journal guidelines are 
missing. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that 
this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically 
sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required 
for this part. 
 

It is correct   

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention 
them in the review form. 
- 

Yes   
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 

 

 
 
Yes  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript is well-structured and presents a clear focus on the biological activities and 
phytochemical constituents of Tithonia diversifolia fermented extracts.The review of existing 
literature is thorough, providing a comprehensive background.The study addresses a relevant 
and timely issue, considering the increasing global demand for sustainable agricultural 
practices. The discussion on the methodologies used to assess the biological activities and 
phytochemical constituents of the extracts is detailed and well-explained. However, more 
specific information on the experimental procedures and analytical techniques used could 
enhance the manuscript’s comprehensiveness.The data and findings are presented clearly,The 
conclusions drawn are supported by the evidence presented. The references are current and 
relevant. 
The manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the field and is suitable for publication with 
minor revisions to enhance clarity, readability, and comprehensiveness. 
 

 

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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