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Questions 
Rating Result 
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

The topic covers about antioxidants of GS and CM. I found the spelling mistake of Hypoglycaemia 

 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

The abstract is nicely talking about antioxidant but more discussion is required for Hypoglycemia. 

 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this 
article.  

3 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

Yes, lots of spelling mistakes. 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

Yes, but the abbreviations are not appropriate in many places. Needs to emphasize the clarity. 



5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

Yes, it needs to be revised one more time. 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 
content. 

3 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

The conclusions are not talking about Hypoglycemia at all. 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

Fine 
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Accepted, minor revisions needed x 
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

Please talk about Hypoglycemia and how GS and CM plays a role. 

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 

Same as above. 

 

 

 


