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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 
 

 
The research is executed well and it may add valuable information to the existing literature on 
biological applications. 

1. Please check the manuscript for linguistic point of view  

2. Please justify over all update recent cite and any specific diseses ur recommend topic 

in review  

3. Full stop is missing in many places.  

4. Future direction for the study should be expanded by discussing prons and cons. The 

abbreviations should be provided in the place where it is first stated. 

5.  Needs minor revisions prior to the amendment of the main content 

6.   An abstract is often presented separately from the article, so it must be able to stand 

alone. Hence the problem statement, aim, novelty and results of the study have to be 

included in. 

7. So many people are input same aspect pleases justify  

8. Piper nigrum rewrite and added mechanisms for  human being  

9. Over all improve every part of manuscript  

10. Conclusion 

*       Kindly improve to include in more concise and significant results. 

*       Should include some present challenges and possible routes to improve them. 

Describe them in more details. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Language: There are a number of language errors (tenses, singular/plural) and 

incomplete sentences in the script. Please check the sentence structure, tenses and 

language carefully in the revised manuscript. 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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