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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. 
 

The manuscript requires serious revision. The review can be vast and structured accordingly 
incorporating more valuable data regarding advanced pharmaceutical importance for further 
researching.    

 

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

 

Title may be modified. 
Traditional and Pharmacological importance of Eriobotrya japonica: A review 

 

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. 

 

Complete Abstract may be rephrased.  
Avoid repetition of same word in the same sentence.  
Various parts, like leaves, peels and fruits have been shown to possess various useful health 
effects.(may be rewritten as ‘Various parts of the plant such as leaves, peels and fruits have been 
shown to possess several health benefits.’  

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Entire sub sections needs to be restructured. 

3.1 Distribution – content is repeated in introduction. May be deleted. 

3.2 Botanical description and 3.3 Scientific classification (Both can be included under taxonomic 
description of the plant). These can be a part of the Introduction 

2. Methodology – Mention of any Compendium of Unani Medicines is not mentioned under literature 
collection. 

 

3. Results can be a section.( the following is suggested) 

3.1 Unani treatment can be a sub section under which its usage and formulations can be detailed 
completely. 

3.2 Phytoconstituents  

3.3 Pharmacological studies  

All paragraphs need grammatical corrections. Sentences need to be written  correctly with continuity. 
Botanical name must be italicized.  

In case of references mentioned in the sentence, name of author is mentioned at certain places, in 
other numbers are mentioned in brackets. Maintain uniformity.  

 

 

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. 
 

Spelling of Rosaceae.  
Avoid mentioning the family name of the plant in abstract as it is repeated in Introduction. The word 
implanted may be replaced with a suitable word.  
 

 

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

References 

Too many references for a review paper publication. May cut down to important and recent references. 
References of unrelated plants may be avoided. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Language to be checked.  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The paper needs major revision in the structure, grammar and rephrasing of sentence.  
 

 

 
 
 

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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