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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory  REVISION 

comments 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct  
the 
manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that 
authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Is the manuscript important for 

scientific community? 

(Please write few 

sentences 

regarding this manuscript to 

justify your answer) 

In the conditions of soil desertification in many areas of 

the world, the manuscript has significance for the 
scientific world that must provide well-documented 
information to the agricultural field. 

 

Is the title of the article 

suitable? 

(If not please suggest 

an alternative title) 

 

The title is short and includes all the elements that reveal the 
content of the work. 

 

Is the abstract of the 

article comprehensive? 
The summary must be concise and contain a maximum of 

300 words. Try to reduce the introductory part and include the 
purpose and a phrase related to the working methods or 
techniques. In addition to the essential data that reflect the 
results, the summary should include a final conclusion. 

 

Are subsections and 

structure of the 

manuscript 

appropriate? 

The manuscript is divided into sections and sub-sections, 

which you should highlight better 

 

Do you  think the 

manuscript is 
scientifically correct? 
(Please write few sentences 
regarding this manuscript to 
justify your answer) 

I think the data is useful for food science  



 
 
 
 

Are the references 

sufficient and recent? If 
you  have suggestion of 
additional references, 
please mention in the 
review form. 

I suggest completing the bibliography with the most 

recent references 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Is language/English 
quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly 
communications? 

  

Optional/General comments  
The  methods  are  detailed  and  easy  to  reproduce. The results  
are  concise.  The  discussions  from  the  results section are 
missing (with the exception of sensory qualities) and for figures 
and tables, the rules in the guide must be respected. The 
subsections in the results and discussions section are not very 
well highlighted. The title of the conclusions subsection is 
missing. Declaration of competing interest and authors’ 
contributions should be mentioned. 

 

 

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 

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) 

Are there ethical issues in this 
manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical 
issues here in details) 
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