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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 
 

 
Consider rephrasing because your sentence may be hard to follow: includes: 
Abstract: line 7 up to 13; line 17-18 
Introduction: line 26 – 27. Many scriptures ….medicine. 
                     Line30 – 31. After reference citation, Click space. Omit F of your citation 
Naczk and Shahidi, F, 2006] (follow the citation rule of this journal). 
After dot line 40-41 (introduction click space). Rephrasing your sentence line 9 
For clarity: change: line 42 : in the treatment with to treat. Line 42: known change with: are 
known. 
Line 46 potebntialand? What is this? You meant by potential and ?? check your words: 
many spelling words. Use space after  dot. Line 45. 
Line 47 add an … with an increase in SCFA…. 
Rephrasing sentence line 48 – 50. Studies ….reactive species. 
Methodology: line 54 for conciseness: change The aim of… with: The study aims… 
Line 57 delete the at the evening time. 
Line 59 temperatureand  under.. typo 
Line 81- 83: space after dot. And for clarity rephrasing line 81-83 

Attenuated total reflection is developed in order to enhance the surface sensitivity 
since IR spectroscopy is a bulk method.(Nandiyanto et al., 2019). 
Line 93-94: Rephrasing 
Line 94: unclear antecedent this refer to? What considers rewriting the sentence. 
Line 95 delete are ..characteristics.. 
Line 109: typo Figure 2  
Overlay Fig 2, Fig. 3 and Fig 4 into one Fig LINE 107 -108; 124 – Line 144 – 145. 
Consider Table 2 line 110 – 115 Table 3 line 129 – 131 and FTIR values of Fig 4 under 
ONE Table.  
Your sentence is unclear: consider rephrasing your sentence line 147 – 149. Line 153 – 
156 
Delete both line 163 
Consider rephrasing your sentence line 167 – 169. 
Author should overly Figure 2, 3 and 4 into one Figure representing FTIR signals of P. 
edulis …. Leaf, otherwise, I will not agree to accept this paper to be published, since I was 
a reviewer came across the similar pattern of a draft manuscript written by an Indian 
author.  
 
I challenge the editor of this journal that this paper should be published because data 
presented by an author is minimal. The author only presents one data which is FTIR 
studies. I recon  this manuscript is lack of data 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
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Optional/General comments 
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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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