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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 should be rephrased. Aims and methodology is not clear.  

 Formatting issues are there throughout the txt. Please provide PDF file in 
future.  

 Botanical name should be written in Italic font.  

 Dry flower and cannabis extracts are two different things. If extraction is 
done please elaborate the procedure of extraction in detail.  

 How can you be sure about the synergistic effect of cannabinoids with 
terpene without any animal study? 

 Chromatograms are of HPLC or GCMS? Mention it 

 If MS was performed where are mass to charge ratio data? 

 How screening of terpene from the whole plant extract was done? 
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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) 
 
Over all the manuscript needs major revision. It is not clear what was being 
compared with which standard. Mention the plant species or area where the 
plant was taken. Then properly mention the extraction procedure, mobile 
phase used for chromatographic separation. Screening procedure, 
determination or identification of terpene by any test etc 
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