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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 
 

1. The data in Table 1 is troubling. Data should be re-examined. 
2. The objectives of the study should be specific and should be mentioned in the 
introductory section. 
 
 
 
 

Sir, I examine the data. Data is correct only. That is utmost phenol content of 
tuber. The phenol degradation takes some time in lower concentrations when 
compared to higher concentration. 
   I revised the introduction as per your suggestion. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. The author uses only a herbicide, so the title should specify that herbicide. 
2. The author should use the same indicator in both the "method and materials" and 
the "result and discussion" sections. 
 
 
 
 

Yes, sir. Thank you for your suggestion. I changed the topic. 
I carried out those mistakes in Materials and methods. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. Repetition has been observed in the conclusion part. concluding brifly by 
avoiding it. 
 
 

Sure sir. Based on your recommendation, I removed some lines to conclude 
it. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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