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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 study highlights the importance of the use of edible vegetable oils in the field of human nutrition 
and their multiple beneficial effects on health.  It constitutes an invitation to direct the research in this 
direction. 
 

 

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

 

The title of the article is quite appropriate. However, due to the fact that this is a bibliographic article 
and not an experimental article, I suggest extracting the word "evaluation" from the original title. The 
suggested title could be:  

 
HUMAN HEALTH IMPACT OF EDIBLE OILY PLANT RESOURCES OF HARYANA 

 

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 is a bit in disorder. We propose to delete the first three sentences of the summary (Oil is 
odorless compound …. plant families), in order to start the abstract with : “Edible oils are 
produced… ”.  

 
Add a few words at the end of the abstract concerning the section “Agricultural areas, Production 
and Yields”. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The article is relatively well structured with the following sections:  
-a title 
-an abstract and key words 
-Introduction 
-Oils seeds crops 
-Results 
-Conclusion 
-References  
 
However, I suggest  
1- the replacement of the “Oils seeds crops” section by: “Oils seeds crops and their health 
benefits”  
2-the replacing of the section             
 “Results” by “Agricultural area, Production and yield”. In fact, these are data from the 
bibliography. 
The sections structured will become:  
- Title 
-Abstract and key words 
-Introduction 
-Oils seeds crops and and their health benefits 
-Agricultural area, Production and yield" 
-Conclusion 
-References 

 

 

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. 

The article presents some shortcomings in terms of scientific rigor: 
 -the structuring of the text is not entirely rigorous 
-the writing of the introduction is a little desordered 
-the bibliographic tables and figures are not referenced. 
-the writing of the references is not uniform 
 
 
 

 

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

All references cited in the text are well listed in the bibliographic references section. These references 
are quite recent. However, the writing of bibliographic references is not uniform. The authors mixed two 
forms of reference writing:  

 



 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

- Example 1  

                  Anderson, J.W., Johnstone, B.M. and Cook-Newell, M.E.1995. Meta-analysis of the effects 
of soy protein intake on serum lipids. New Engl. J. Med.,333, 276-282. 

 
Example 2 

             Awad, A. B., Chan, K. C., Downte, A. C. and Fink, C. S. 2000. Peanuts as a source of beta-
sitosterol, a sterol with anticancer properties. Nutr. Cancer, 36(2): 238-241. 

 

             Honore, E.K., Williams, J.K., Anthony, M.S. and Clarkson, T.B.1997. Soy isoflavones enhance 
coronary vascular reactivity in atherosclerotic female macaques.  Fertil. Steril. 67: 148-154. 

 
It is appropriate to choose a single unique form of writing for all references. 
 

 
Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
The quality of the language is good enough and suitable for scientific communication 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The references of tables I, II, III, IV and V and of figures 1,2,3,4 and 5 are not indicated. 
In general, the numbering of tables is always done in Roman numerals: 
 Example    "table I, table II, etc" and not table 1, table 2, etc” 
 
 
In the abstract section, make the necessary corrections in terms of punctuation in the sentences below: 
 
Edible oils are produced in Haryana and is used for its beneficial effects on human health. The most 
common crops include peanuts, mustard, sunflower seeds, sesame seeds, soyabeans, wheat (rice 
bran), sunflower, cotton, flaxseeds, etc. Takes place. 
 

 

 
 

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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