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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The abstract is poorly written. 
 
The referencing style in the body of the work is not in line with SDI authors’ 
guideline. Revise. 
 
All the places highlighted in red are to be revised. Those in blue are poorly 
referenced. 
 
The introduction is poorly written. It has to be improved. 
 
There are lots of grammatical errors in the manuscript and the manuscript is 
generally poorly referenced being a review with a wide scope “ plants”. 
 
There is no organization in the manuscript. 
 
The manuscript is vague and ambiguous. 
 
There are lots of copy and paste on this manuscript. 
 
The reference are in not in line with SDI authors’ guideline. 
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