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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 
 

The reference style is not according to the journal format. 
The species names should be as per format. 
The loss on drying should be given and also reason should be given for the variation 
without this it is only the accumulation of data not a research 
The graphs are not clear and the quality of graphs should be improved 
The  conclusion is just a summary of results not the conclusion from the research 
that which method should be preferred 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

There are language problems specially in introduction, so may be rewritten and checked 
carefully 
 
There should be no parenthesis in the title 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

It seems the author has just concentrated on the results not the reason for these results, so 
they should set together on a cup of coffee and think of all the reason and the impact of the 
methods on the outcomes 
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