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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 

 

• Please correct the grammar of sentence in lines 12-13, 20-23, 16-19, 

20-23, 40-41, 46-47, 50-54, 55-57, 87-94, 95-99. 100-102, 104-110, 

111-114, 115-119. 

• Lines 24-27, 57-60, please break the sentence in small ones. 

• Please compare the results of current study with the National or 

International literature in discussion. 

• The discussion may please be reviewed critically, it seems like the 

element of increase plagirasim is there. 

• Conclusion must be crisp,, comprehensive and in summarized form, 

written in proper , small & understandable sentences. 

• References No 4 & 5 should b ewritten in Vancuover style. Etal 

should be written after 06 authors. 

• In reference no 7, edition is missing 

• Page no. is missing in reference no 9 

• WHAT IS THE MEANING OF LINES 120 & 121????? PLEASE 

ELABORATE…….. 

 
 
All possible corrections were made 
in the discussion compared the 
results to the study of Trindade 
et al . (2015) . The conclusion 
was redone and references 
corrected. 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

Please add clearly, a little bit, about the natural presence of monotrepenes in 

introduction 

 

Optional/General 

comments 

 

 

• Correct the spelling ‘de’ as ‘the’ in line no 107 

• In line 75 it will ‘MFC’ rather than ‘CFM’ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


