Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	South Asian Research Journal of Natural Products 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_SARJNP_142842

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Comparative Study on Chemical Composition of Adenopus breviflorus Benth, Telfairia occidentalis, Cucumeropsis mannii and Trichosanthes cucumerina grown in Ondo State, Nigeria

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Manuscripts are important for the scientific community. This research paper is about Comparative Study on Chemical Composition of Adenopus breviflorus Benth, Telfairia occidentalis, Cucumeropsis mannii and Trichosanthes cucumerina grown in Ondo State, Nigeria
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the study is good and suitable
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	An effective research article abstract should present the background, problem statement, objectives, methodology, main findings, and conclusion. 
In this case, the abstract lacks a clear background, problem statement, and conclusion.
 It should be revised to better align with accepted standards of abstract writing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The writing of the manuscript is good but some improvement as has been suggested
The quality of the discussion needs to be improved. The discussion is not well aligned with the study. Although four types of seeds were sampled from six different towns, the results do not establish a clear relationship with the sampling, which in turn affects the quality of the discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Only 14.7% of the references are from the most recent five years, which suggests that the literature review could be strengthened with more up-to-date sources.
	

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


	Good
	

	Optional/General comments


	Refer to the comments on the research paper
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:

Nor Hairul Bin Palal, Politeknik Tun Syed Nasir Syed Ismail, Malaysia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

