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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 
 
Abstract is very good, but no conclusion is provided.  
At the end of the abstract, it should have a conclusion. I think that it is 
necessary, because I do not know 
 if with 4.34% of dates samples with residues above the maximum 
residue levels, the food is safe for consumers. 
 

 
 
The research work is very good in all aspects. It is necessary research to guarantee 

safety in imported food.  

The proposed objectives were met. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
 

 
 
In materials and methods, the reagent and equipment names should be reviewed,  
because some are written starting with uppercase and others with lowercase. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments  

 

 

 
 
Introduction: A good review is made on the subject, and the justification of the work 
 
Materials and methods: Very clear and easy to reproduce. 
Results and discussion: Are well presented and statistically analyzed. Very well 
discussed and supported with specific 
 references. The bibliographic references are updated. 
Conclusion: It is good and could be summarized at the end of the abstract. 
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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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