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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 
 

 
Minor: lines 9 & 10, 66: take off ‘the’ in “the transplanted cancer” 
Minor: Figure 1: the flower is said to be yellow but appears quite reddish in the figure.  
Please correct. 
Minor: Line 73, take off the “.” between “24]” and “While”, and the coma after while… 
Minor: line 139: it is written “union”??? Does it mean “onion”? 
 
Minor: a general use of a coma after while. Please, avoid the coma… 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The Golden Camellia paper is a review summarizing (1) the known pharmacological 
activities of those plants; (2) the seeding & seedling techniques and (3) a view on the future 
of camellia culture and use. 
It is overall well written and informative. 
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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) 
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