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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
What empirical evidence supports the view of respondents in the selection of the 
study areas purported to have a natural distribution of the Tuyen Quang Ginseng? 
Enrich it with a literary support to make it more academic. Can you enlighten readers 
also of the soil/forest type and weather conditions in the study areas? 
 
 
What are the projected  economic values of this new Ginseng in relation with the 
others already discovered in Vietnam? 
 
What are the pharmaceutical and antioxidant properties?  
 
Providing answers to these questions would nourish the paper and enhance its 
academic rigor. 
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The general syntax and grammar of the manuscript need to be improved. 
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It is an important discovery and needs to be published after the few corrections have been 
made. The methods, results and discussions are very scholarly and merits publication. 
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