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Rating Result
Questions [Poor] 1-5
[Excellent]
1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 3
article.

The title of the article contains a general synonym instead of the substance studied
"eugenol”.

1t is suggested that "essential oil" be changed to "eugenol"”

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 3
results.




The abstract has more than 20 grammatical and punctuation errors.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 1
mistakes in this article.

In total, the article has more than 92 grammatical and punctuation errors.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

Very good

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

The logical structure of the article is very good

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 3
supported by the content.

The conclusion is poor.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 3

The references are very old

Overall Recommendation(mark an X with your recommendation)

Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed

Return for major revision and resubmission X

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

In total, the article has more than 92 grammatical and punctuation errors.A thorough
review of English is recommended; preferably by one of the English-speaking
authors. Another suggestion is that, it be published in Spanish.

The subject is interesting, the logical structure is good, but the English language is
Very poor.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:

The methodological structure of the article is very good; The topic is very interesting;
but their english language is very poor.

A very thorough review of English is recommended.

Another recommendation is that the article be published in Spanish.

The article can be re-entered.



