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PART 1:ReviewComments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’scomment(ifagreedwith 
reviewer,correct themanuscript and 
highlightthatpart in the 
manuscript.Itismandatorythat 
authorsshould write his/her 
feedbackhere) 

CompulsoryREVISION 
comments 

 
1. Isthemanuscriptimportant for 

scientificcommunity? 
(Pleasewritefewsentenceson 

thismanuscript) 

 
2.  Isthetitleof thearticle suitable? 

(Ifnotpleasesuggestan alternativetitle) 

 

3. Istheabstractof thearticle 

comprehensive? 

 
4. Aresubsectionsand 

structureofthemanuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do youthink the 

manuscriptisscientifically correct? 

 
6. Arethereferences 

sufficientandrecent?If 
youhavesuggestionof 
additionalreferences, 
pleasementioninthe reviewform. 

 
(Apartfromabovementioned6points,reviewe
rsarefreetoprovideadditionalsuggestions/co
mments) 

 
 

 

1.  Importantto readers seeking wellness from 
naturalresources. 

2.  Titleisacceptablebut can be improved. 
3.  Abstractrequires rewriting: 

comprehensiveness can be added by drawing qualitative 
inferences. 

4.  Lackappropriateness 
in structure.Quick glimpses suggest amateur 
workmanship. 

 
5.  Scientificcorrectness can be enhanced by proper citation 

ofpast workstosupportthe derived output. 
 

6.  Inadequate literature. 

 
Itisrecommendethat the author/s revise the basicstructure 
ofa paragraph and organisation.Therole ofa topicsentence 
should bemaximised to avoid thecritical impression ofpoor 
writing skill. 
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Rewritingisrequired. Professionaleditingwould 
readythemanuscript fora review.Thepresentform contains 
numerous grammaticalerrors. 

 
Authorsare topresentdetails ofthe experimentto warrant 
meaning tothetabulated results.E.g.-whywas there nota 
systematiccharting of plantgrowth?The trendis essentialto 
availthe 
‘development’claimed in the title.Next,whatwerethe studied 
(andfixed parameter) variable?Addcontrol experimentfor 
validity. 

 

 
1. Islanguage/Englishquality of 

thearticlesuitablefor 
scholarlycommunications? 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
Evenatthe surface level,the presentversion ofthe manuscript 
doesnotdiscuss the acquired data.Sudden jumpto theconclusion 
cast doubts on thecredibilityofthe authors. 

 
Extensiveliteracyand academicskillsare required to 
properlypresentthe findings 
to theglobalaudience. 
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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) 

 
 
 

Are there ethical issues in this 
manuscript?  
 

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