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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The manuscript is of average quality as it mainly focuses on oil extraction yield and minor quality attributes of essential oil, ie density, specific gravity, refractive index, an acidity. Improvements could be attempted to include more detailed in methods as lack of drying process parameter explained. Also, the discussion on the effect of drying methods would be expanded. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I would suggest this for title:
Effect of drying methods on yield and quality attributes of clove basil (Ocimum gratissimum L.) leaves essential oil
	

	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.


	The term “physico-chemical properties” are use in the Abstract and the rest of manuscript, but in the Title. Author(s) may decide which one is opted and used it for the throughout the text. Looking at other references, “quality attributes” are used more. 
Author(s) requires to show knowledge gap in Abstract. With the findings, please also include p-value when author(s) express statistical significances. 
Please also include recommendation for future research here.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	1. Please improve the Introduction section to contain previous similar or related studies and clearly state what knowledge gap your research will fill. 

2. Methods: 

a. As the main treatments, please specify as detailed as possible regarding with the drying experiment. These should include important control parameters such as time and temperature, whether your oven drying is operated with hot-air circulation, and the power of your microwave drying equipment.

b. It is also important to report the drying equipment specifications, ie. model and company or country producer.

c. Please include references from which you obtain or develop your methods including oil extraction, determination of yield and the quality attributes. If you developed the method(s) yourself, you should report them.

3. Results and Discussion: 

a. Please indicate the statistical test you used when you want to show whether the means of studied variables differ significantly. Also indicate the statistical test in the Methods.

b. EO yields: clearly specify what do you want to compare with previous studies, was it yield values or effect of drying treatments particularly with shade drying. With the latter you need to ensure that your drying parameter are similar. 

c. When discussing effect of treatment on EO quality attributes, please relate how the drying methods you applied has substantial effects. When even they do not significant effect, in case for specific gravity and refractive index, adequate scientific reasoning is still required because the these variables have been included in the experiment.

d. Table and graph containing same information are used in same time. I would suggest use graphic form with data values shown either in or under the graph. This would avoid redundancy. 

e. Limitation: please mention study limitation.

4. Conclusion:

a. Last sentence: the phrase “better essential oil yield” would misleading as your study do not focus on quality of the EO which usually approached by measuring volatile components.

b. Please provide direction for future research in this particular field of study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. I would suggest more references are added to have more detail explanation particularly on the effect of drying parameter on the studied outcomes.

2. Also, please replace references that are more than 10 years behind, unless they are essentials. 
	

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


	Yes, it is acceptable.
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