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1. The author please recheck the grammatical error or typo error: 
 
Abstract:  
- The physicochemical properties determined were density,… 
Introduction 
- Thus, research and development are very much 
Methodology 
- Extraction of Oil from Nypa fruticans. In a lightweight container,…. 
Test for the presence of Flavonoids.  
- Mix 2 mL 0f 2.0 % NaOH….. 
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4. The author should report the amount of extracted oil and calculate the %yield of extraction 
from the experiments. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 

http://ditdo.in/aprj
https://www.journalaprj.com/index.php/APRJ/editorial-policy


 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

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) 
 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Widchaya Radchatawedchakoon 

Department, University & Country Mahasarakham University, Thailand 

 


