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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 

 

 

I suggest some modifications to the manuscripts, as follows: 

 

Please specify the possible applicative use of the knowledge 

this research could have. As the plant is used for ornamental 

purposes only, what is the utility of describing the chemical 

volatile composition of its essential oil? 

 

In section 2.1, please indicate how many plants were 

considered, the date when leaves were collected (as well as 

the phenological stage, if possible), and the amount of leaves 

samples (for example, 1 kg). 

 

Section 2.3 and 2.4. Is there a published method for this 

protocol of analysis? Or is it an in-house method? 

 

For section 2.5. The authors did not use pure reference 

compounds, which could represent a lack on this research. By 

the way, due to the explorative aim of the experiment, and the 

fact that it could be considered as a preliminary research, that 

must be followed by others, if relevant, I consider that it could 

be considered adequate. 

 

For Results and Discussion section: I would suggest to authors 

to report about fatty acids and volatile compounds separately, 

and also to discuss better the results and the difference found 

from their results with respect to other similar published 

papers. For example, the biochemical origin of these 
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compounds and the factors that could influence their 

concentrations. 

 

 

It is a work very similar to a published paper 

(https://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/article/jos/63/6/63_ess13179/_pdf) 

where the only change is the different variety of the plant (P. 

glabra and not P. acquatica), and in this case authors did not study 

microbiological effects. I believe that this is not a plagiarism, and I 

also hope that the authors are the same or belong to the same 

laboratory. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Please check the manuscript, where I highlighted some parts. 

Please also check the English and other spelling/typing mistakes. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

The paper is  a very short and concise report about the volatile 

compounds analysed from the leaf of a plant, that is scarcely 

known in literature. This seem the first report on this plant in 

Nigeria. 

I would suggest the authors to add this information in the title 

(“cultivated in Nigera”, or “grown in Nigeria”). 
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