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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) 

Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

You find bellow my comments on your paper: 

 

The writing of this paper is generally clear. The title identifies clear the paper and the ABSTRACT 

indicates the main topics and results, the tables and figures have a clear message. The introduction is rich 

and consistent, but is not motivating. 

- Please add a little insight on used approach in Introduction Section. 

- Clearly develop and discuss the experimental objective and justify why you chose the selected 

method to achieve your objective; 

- Please check the manuscript carefully for the correction errors on : punctuation errors, some 

unclear sentences... 

.... 

Line 36 : fruit_quality ; is_often 

Line 39 

... 

Lines 61 : (water, light) : (water and  light), 

Line 71, 76 : verify the punctuation (a, b, and c) 

247: Many study showed : Many studies showed  

248: punctuation  

.... 

 

- It is hard to get excited about the findings 

- Conclusion is poor, it should more focus on results. Please, DO so. Cohesiveness of paper:  the 

 

 
 
 
 
The major and minor 

revision have been 

made in the hold text .  

 

We hope the new 

aproach used in the 

inroduction is as you 

expected. 

 

 

Also, we appologize for  

Plagiarism and we 

think the new version 

will be the best 

 

 

 conclusion has been 

rewrited  you can 

check. 
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conclusions must adequately tie together the other elements of the paper such as theory, data and 

critical perspectives. 

 
1) 

Lines 61-62: “Nitrogen strongly affects the use of environmental resources (water, light), in part because 

its metabolites (amino acids) and their derivatives (enzymes and co-factors) are of pivotal importance for 

plant growth and physiology”. 
 

and 

2) 

Lines 64-65: “The plant growing in nitrogen-poor condition is thought to contain more secondary 

metabolites compounds than plants growing in a nitrogen-rich environment.” 

 
Are copy past from 

 
“Ibrahim, M. H., Jaafar, H. Z. E., Rahmat, A., & Rahman, Z. A. (2011). Effects of Nitrogen Fertilization on Synthesis of 

Primary and Secondary Metabolites in Three Varieties of Kacip Fatimah (Labisia Pumila Blume). International Journal 

of Molecular Sciences, 12(8), 5238–5254. doi:10.3390/ijms12085238” 

 
Cited material needs to be engaged with in a critical way it cannot simply be copied, and it must be referenced. 
Unfortunately, your paper has not met this standard. 
    
 

Plagiarism issue: 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3179162/  

International journal of Molecular sciences 

 

 

 

Thanks for all wath you 

are doing to rize the 

quality of the paper 
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Minor REVISION comments 
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