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 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

  

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

 

  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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suggestions here. 

 

  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

For the revision of your article see the following points. 
 
I must say the author has done a fascinating job. But presentation and write-up are equally important.  
Authors are advised to go through the instructions to authors carefully, to make the manuscript as per 
instructions to put high standards of writing and quality. Few of the important observations are as 
follows which authors must take care and be corrected.  
 

 Errors: Grammatical and punctuation errors should be rectified. Authors are suggested to use 
smart tools like 1 checker, ginger, Grammarly, white smoke, etc. 

 References: Few more references could be mentioned which shows the results similar to them. 

 It is mandatory to include the contribution of each author in the communicated manuscript 
immediate after acknowledgment/conclusion. 

 Authors need to make the corrections according to these comments also while doing the 
revision. 

 Author needs to acknowledge the one who helped in data collection or any assistance during 
the study. 

 In addition to the comments made above the following are the essential and critical improvements/ 

corrections are required to consider the manuscript are required to consider the manuscript for the 

possible acceptance in the journal 

 Extensive language editing and polishing are required to move forward in the next step of peer 
review. Authors must correct all the grammatical mistakes in the manuscript. 

 Ensure that Latin terms and biological names (plants/crude drugs/bacteria/fungus etc.) are in 
italic in the whole manuscript including reference also. 

 Tables and figure footnotes:  Also attach the link along with the references given in the table. 

 It is mandatory to include the contribution of each author in the communicated manuscript 
immediate after acknowledgment/conclusion. 
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