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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 
 

 
Paragraph 7-8 (Abstract) – Place and duration of study - not necessary as it was briefly 
captured in aim. 
I suggest that you rewrite the abstract as tenses and expression are not adequate.   
14 – 18 – I suggest “Plant were recognised by ...............” as against “The properties of the 
plants were recognized by......................”      
Paragraph 19 – I suggest “Plants with medicinal.....” instead of “ The plants with medicinal 
......” 
 Paragraph 25 – I suggest “Brazil is a holder...........” as against                                                                                        
Brazil is holder .........)    
Paragraph 48 – MATERIALS  AND METHODS  and not material and methods  
Paragraph 50 -70 – You need to reframe this as tenses and expression is in adequate    
Paragraph 85 – 14 should be used and 14

th
s  

Paragraph  100 – “List of the .....................” NOT “It lists of the .......................” 
Define your abbreviations before subsequent use. 
Paragraph 213 – Not clear  
Author should work on the tenses, spellings, flow/expression and grammatical 
errors. 
I also suggest Author passing the article through an English language expect. 

All the suggestions have been taken. Thanks. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

The topic of the article is relevant and timely. It also has rich content but lacks coherence.     
 
 

Grammatical correction was performed. 

 


