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	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.


	1. In abstract section the key out come if the study is missing.

2. Different fonts observed all over the article.

3. Need more key words.

4. Every statement provided in the introduction section needs referencing.

5. Baz et al., 2024 need to be rewritten.
6. Mention all the chemicals used in this study and grade used in the material section.

7. Grammatical errors observed all over the article.

8. After sieve at what temperature the grinded sample were stored?
9. In extract section, is the component got extracted with all three solvents at once or individually?

10. If combined extraction at what ratio the solvents were added?

11. What grade of solvent used for the study?
12. What proof of Ethanol was used for the study?

13. What is the residual solvent PPM?

14. Marois et al., 2012, et al should be in Italics.
15. Reference section 3,7,10,13,15,17,18,28,34,38,42,43 need to be checked for correction.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference section 3,7,10,13,15,17,18,28,34,38,42,43 need to be checked for correction.

	

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


	Grammatical errors observed all over the article.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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