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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 
 

 
 
Introduction part need to be extended by inclusion of  
 

 Problem statement 
 Literature Review 
 Hypothesis 
 Proposed Solution 
 Objectives 

 
There is not much background information about the studies done earlier in 
the plant materials. To be included in Introduction part with few references. 
 
 
There is no uniformity in references (For example, 2 and 10), there is no 
page numbers. Some references are in different format. It must be 
standardized according to the Journal format. 
 
 
In Table No 1, The superscripts a b c d e f g  are need to be defined at the bottom 
of the Table. Not clear that which one is compared with which one, and the 
significance also. 
 
There are some Grammatical Errors in the Manuscript. Need to be checked 
throughout the Manuscript. 

1. The introduction was updated and it covers all the highlighted 
points 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2. More information was included in the introduction section. 
 

3. The references were updated according to journal’s 
guidelines. 
 
 

4. Corrected, thanks for the observation. 
 
 

5. The manuscript was thoroughly checked and the grammar 
was improved 

Minor REVISION 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) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 


