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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Pg 3 Introduction  

Phytochemicals are referred to biologically active compounds biosynthesized in plants, 
 
Please use a better table format/design for clarity 
 
Pg 18 Conclusion  

In conclusion, this present review summarized and discussed the major high impact 
environmental systems and/or factors on affecting bioactive compounds yield and quality in 
vegetables and fruits. 

 
 
 
The sentence has been revised on Page 3.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Conclusion has been revised according to the suggestion.  
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