Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_125332

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Overview of Food Adulteration: Its Definition, Causes, impacts, and Detection

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	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)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript is important for the scientific community on common  adulterant materials in different food items and its effect on public health 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is better if it is modified as Food Adulteration: An Overview of Causes, Impacts, and Detection Methods


	

	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.


	It is comprehensive enough 
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Based on scientifically robustness and technique sound characteristics, it lacks  critical analysis and evaluation of the studies reviewed and It also lack proper structuring  and formatting .The tables  throughout the manuscript should be scientific table without vertical and horizontal  lines 

	

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

-
	The reference is not sufficient. since the manuscript is review, more than 30 references is good 
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	yes

	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	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)


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	Mulualem Ambaw

	Department, University & Country
	Kulumsa Agricultural Research Center, Assela, Ethiopia


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

