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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 

mandatory that authors should write 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The manuscript Ms_BJAST_20442 entitled “Chemical 

composition of essential oils from the stem barks of three 

Cinnamomum species” was presented for the review. The 

manuscript is well designed, it is based on well defined 

hypothesis that are later correctly verified and eventually 

confirmed. The selection of the research substances 

(Cinnamomum essential oils) are suitable, and allowed 

reliable results about their chemical composition. The 

description of the methods contains sufficient details and it 

seems that all experiments were conducted according to 

good laboratory standards. The discussion is compact, logical 

and easy to follow. The conclusion is well formulated. 

There are some minor mistakes in writing, inconsistency 

regarding instructions to authors-(references). 

In my opinion the manuscript should be accepted for the 

publication in the British Journal of Applied Science & 

Technology after minor revision.  
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Comments and suggestions are given in the PDF proof of this 

manuscript 
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Comments and suggestions are given in the PDF proof of this 

manuscript. 
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