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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 
 

 
- From a scientific point of view, the reference research is very important to clarify the 
importance of organic food and its impact on public health 
 
- The summary of the research was presented in a distinguished scientific way 
 
- By explaining that organic farming is an ideal type of agriculture when compared to 
chemical-based inorganic farming. Eating inorganic food and chemicals has been linked 
to a number of diseases. The current study focused on the fact that organic foods are free 
of pesticides and are beneficial to public health. It also promotes the consumption of 
organic foods and their benefits from a public health perspective 
 
- By displaying the points of the Review Article, starting from the introduction to the end 
of all points, the focus was on:  
 
- The regulatory bodies recommends that radiation exposure, industrial solvents and 
artificial food supplements should not be used in the processing of organic food. Organic 
food producers should not use synthetic fertilizer and pesticides 
 
- Nonorganic food which is produced by using chemical fertilisers impacted human 
health such as reduced intellect, reproductive deformities ,  digestive dysfunction, 
headaches, ADHD (Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder), prenatal deformities, early 
mortality and cancer. 
 
- Organic foods promote the utilisation of sustainable energy supply and the 
conservation of soil and water in order to improve ecological sustainability for coming 
generations. 
 
- Organic food has delicious taste which makes sense because fertile soil and plants 
produce the best tasty food. 
 
- The organic food is better option to the people having allergies to nonorganic food, 
chemical and pesticides remnants or additives. 
 
- The references are recent and distinct, but they must be reviewed so that they are 
written in a correct scientific manner. 

 

 
Here, we all authors express thanks to reviewer for the valuable comments on 
our review manuscript.  
The suggested corrections have been highlighted in yellow as per 
guidelines. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- In ABSTRACT: This acronym should be corrected from: 
 
ADHD (attention deficit hyperactivity disorder) 
to become (Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder). 
 
- The beginning of the words must be written in capital letters at the beginning of 
paragraph No. 3 
 
- GMOs are Genetically Modified Organisms 
 
- The abbreviations for linolenic acid isomers should be corrected in paragraph 6 of 

the CLA and amended to (LAI) 
 

 
Here, we all authors express thanks to reviewer for the valuable comments on 
our review manuscript.  
 
The suggested corrections have been highlighted in yellow as per 
guidelines. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
- After the final review of all the research points, it should be noted here that the 

scientific material was presented in a very interesting and distinct way. 
- The research also contains a set of modern references that serve the topic and in an 

advanced scientific style 
 

 
Here, we all authors express thanks to reviewer for the valuable comments on 
our review manuscript. 
The suggested corrections have been highlighted in yellow as per 
guidelines. 

 
 
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) 
 
 

 
 

 


