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PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The topic itself is interesting but it’s not written very well and the authors have not mentioned 
any latest references. Fungus is very invasive especially Aspergillus sp. and has caused a lot of 
problems in almost every industry so I think the topic is important. 

 

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

 

The title is not suitable for this manuscript. You can write  
Assessment of subacute toxicity in Wistar rats via fungal isolates from maize stalks of 
Shivamogga district. 

 

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. 

 

It is ok but needs rephrasing and the English language needs to be improved moreover the 
abbreviations needs to be mentioned like Blood Urea Nitrogen (BUN) etc. Please write dosages 
2 ml/100g  as ‘2 mL/100g.’ 
Use correct SI units.   

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

It is ok but authors haven’t compared it with any significant research, there was no critical 
analysis. Please add more keywords. Make sure species names are italicized everywhere in the 
manuscript. 

 

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

Please try to use latest references you can add more. Also please follow the correct format for 
the references, the journal names are written in full at times while in some places they are 
abbreviated. 

 

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

 

It needs some work, grammar is incorrect in many places, hopefully after revision it would seem 
better. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

In my opinion it needs a major revision, English language needs improvement and after addition 
of latest references improvement would be visible. At this stage it needs a lot of work, words 
and spellings should be checked for example Petri Plate should be Petri plate check small 
grammatical mistakes. Check where the letters need to be capitalized and where small letters 
should be written. Also check your font size and the headings need to be checked as well. 
Authors can add more figures showing the experiments which would enhance the manuscript. 
Check for correct SI units throughout the manuscript. The authors should expand the 
discussion and conclusion. 
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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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