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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

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

3. Isthe 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)

Its ok.

Chili or Chilli ?. Its fine but try to compresence it "Chili peppers are fruit-bearing plants from the
Capsicum genus, and they are known for their spicy and pungent flavors. Chili peppers thrive in
warm climates and can be grown in various types of soil. They are typically cultivated as annual
plants, although some varieties can be perennial in suitable conditions”

The subsections and structure of the manuscript looks appropriate, but please fallow the journal
guidelines while writing the subsections. Please add the missing information, as:
acknowledgements and funding sources, ethical approval, competing interests, etc. in the article.
Yes, it is scientifically correct, but needs some minor correction/revision on it.

References are sufficient, but need to replace some references (old references) with current
references/publications, if possible. Please fallow the journal guidelines/format.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Its’ fine, but need some improvement on it.

Optional/General comments

There is a need to add some more information in introduction and discussion parts of the
manuscript. Conclusion statement of the abstract and the conclusion part seemed same, please try
to re-write the conclusion part, not same as in abstract section. Please, follow the referencing style
of the journal. References style should be consistent. Also, revisit the manuscript and made
necessary correction for improving the sentences. Please fallow the journal guidelines/format.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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