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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 
 

 
 
1. Clarify the term “solvent oil”. Is it unrefined oil? It is not edible and is described in 
the text as the intermediate product in the refined oil obtaining. Is it necessary to 
carry out its analysis along with finished products (kachi ghani and refined oil)? 
2. Materials and methodology: 

 All formulas should be presented in the form of mathematical formulas with a 

description of the operators used ( , where V – volume…) 

 Why did You choose these methods to analyze the quality of the objects? 
Are they pharmacopoeial? 

 In color determination the method is not specified, only the equipment 

 Replace the chemical formulas with the names of the substances used: 
AgNO3 - silver nitrate.  

 If you use the solution, than specify it and be sure to indicate the 
concentration used: 25 ml of ammonium sulphate  25 ml of 10 % ammonium 
sulphate solution or else 

3. Results and discussion: 

 There are a lot of information about each indicator and methods – this 
information should be put in Materials and methodology part. 

 Why are there the information about the findings of other authors? There is 
no comparison between the results obtained and their findings. Literature 
overview should be summarised. 

 Check the order of the given figures: fig. 2 is described in the text before fig. 
1.  

 Why do you describe Agremone maxicana if it is found in Mexico and the 
article is concerned of Indian species? 

 Figures of the chromatograms should be put together as they present the 
results of 1 method. 

 
4. The Given conclusion is not clear. What was the main purpose of the obtained 
comparison analysis? How did it differ from the findings of the other authors? How 
can these results be interpreted for the future research? Consider rewising. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
1. Grammar and spelling revision: 
Physiochemical – physicochemical or physical and chemical 
comparative analyze – analysis etc. 
2. Many capital letters in the same terms. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
1. Kachi ghani is the specific name of the substance, more related to the food industry. 
Maybe, in the name of the article it is better to specify the pharmacopeial name only? 
2. Several references are older than 10 years. Maybe, they can be replaced with more 
recent literature. 
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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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