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    REVIEW FORM 

The Editorial Team of the Tropical Journal of Natural Product Research kindly request you to review the enclosed 
article. Please complete the form and return to the Editor-in-Chief, editor.tjnpr@gmail.com  

A. MANUSCRIPT 

Journal Tropical Journal of Natural Product Research 

Manuscript Number TJNPR FEB257AR 

Type of paper Research article 

Title of paper Screening Carica Papaya Compounds as an Antimalarial Agent: In Silico Study 

Name of Authors  

 

B. REVIEWER’S SPECIFIC COMMENTS PER SECTION OF MANUSCRIPT 

Title The author(s) should consider rephrasing the title to capture major components of 

the research  

• The abstract needs to be improved   

Abstract The abstract word count is < 250. The language of the abstract need to be 

improved, the abstract should be grammar checked.   

• The abstract captures the entirety of the manuscripts (i.e. the abstract 

covers the research scope) and the style of writing is appropriate 

however, the abstract need to be grammar checked. 

Introduction The introduction section needs to be grammar checked. Punctuation errors need 

to be corrected. The aim and objectives of the research is clear however, the 

author(s) should highlight the novelty of the research. The introduction contains 

limited information therefore, the author(s) should discuss in details both previous 

and recent research on the use of C. papaya leaf and compounds identified from 

them in the treatment of malaria. Also, the author(s) should consider comparative 

analysis of C. papaya leaf and other plant parts of C. papaya as well as other 

plants used in the treatment of malaria    

• The introduction is concise. 

Methodology The language of the methodology is inappropriate. The author(s) should improve 

on the language of the methodology. Periods/ full stop should not come before 

the citation as in …the compound and receptor's accuracy.9… etc. this error 

was obvious throughout the manuscript. The title of some of the subheading is 

inappropriate and should be rephrased. The methodology should be grammar 

checked. Spelling errors should be corrected. The author(s) should extensively 

discuss the method used in the molecular dynamics simulation study. What are 

the periodic conditions employed in the MD simulation study? They claimed to 

have sourced their library from compounds identified in C. papaya leaf however, 

no mention of the criteria used in the selection/screening of the library to obtain 
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the compounds used in the study was mentioned in the methodology however, it 

was mentioned in the results section so the author(s) should also, mention these 

criteria in the methodology. Pyrx is not sufficient for a molecular docking study, 

the author(s) should consider autodock tools for the docking analysis or use Pyrx 

in conjunction with other software to validate the docked conformation results. 

The method for the ADMET analysis was not mentioned in the methodology 

section but its results were presented and discussed? 

• Vital information on the methodology is lacking especially in the MD 

simulation study.      

Results The selection criteria for the compounds used in the study was elusive. The 

author(s) should give detailed information about these criteria. They should cite 

the literature source of the journals (publishers, indexing and source etc.) they 

should give valid reason the compounds were selected for the study and provide 

web link to the library to the editorial team. … A total of 55 compounds were 

found to exhibit antimalarial activity based on the screening criteria…. What where 

the screening criteria? You only reported 14 compounds in table 1, what 

happened to the remaining 41 compounds? What criteria was used to screen 

them out?  … The pkCSM test yielded thirty predictive data on fourteen 

compounds (Table 2.) where are the remaining 24 data from the pkCSM 

analysis? Since, you only reported six in the table other data associated with the 

research should be provided as supplementary documents if they cannot fit into 

the table. 

• The results are not well presented. Most of the results not contained in 

the manuscript should be provided as a supplementary document  
Discussion The author(s) should stick to discussing results contained in the manuscript or its 

supplementary documents. The manuscript discussion is detailed. The discussion 

contains a lot of grammatical error which should be corrected. The spellings 

should all be checked. The author(s) choice of words in communicating some 

parts of the manuscript is poor. Is 3i65 and 3I65 same protein? ….The amino acid 

residue TYR528, produced by both the control ligand and Kaempferol-3-O-

rhamnose compounds…. Instead of using produced the author(s) should consider 

using “amino acid residue interacted with…” give the full meaning of an 

abbreviation before subsequent mention in the manuscript. What criteria was used 

in selecting the protein used in the molecular docking assay? What criteria was 

used to select the specific compounds docked to specific proteins as reported? 

The authors selected different proteins for their docking however, no specific 

criteria was given for the choice of the reported results. 

• The discussion of the results of the molecular docking experiment is 

ambiguous and vague 

• The author(s) needs to improve on the discussion of the results of the 

MD simulation study 

• The author(s) should use the unit of Angstroms rather than words such 
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as … 2.5 Angstroms… 

• The author(s) should supply the .txt document of their docking results as 

supplementary documents, also all the docked conformation of the 14 

compounds with the protein should be supplied as a supplementary 

document. 

• The 3D/stereo/ pose view of the docked compound in the 

active/allosteric/binding site of the protein should be reported in the 

manuscript for comprehensive and aesthetic purpose 

Conclusion The conclusion is not concise and doesn’t represent the entire information 

contained in the manuscript. The authors didn’t highlight the future prospects of 

the research and they were no recommendations for further study. 

References Author(s) should ensure that the reference count for the body of the manuscript is 

same with those at the reference section. The author(s) should report the 

reference based on the journal guideline for author 

Figures Figure 5 was not mentioned in the body of the manuscript. Figure 6 was used 

twice for “the Molecular docking visualization of quercetin 3-[rhamnosyl-(1->2)-

rhamnosyl-(1->6)-glucoside] with 6C4G protein and for the Analysis result of 

RMSD protein 6M20” authors should correct the errors. If numbered correctly 

figure 7 should be figure 8. The figure should be reported based on the journal 

author guideline. 

• The numbering of the figures should be corrected 

• The authors should improve the graphics of the molecular docking results 

Tables The tables should be presented based on the journal author guideline. 

 

 

 

C. REVIEWER’S GENERAL COMMENTS AND REMARKS  

 

The author(s) screened “Carica Papaya Compounds as an Antimalarial Agent” using in silico technique such as ADMET, 

molecular docking and molecular dynamics simulation analysis. The literature review though concise but needs to be 

improved to reflect key areas of the research. The method used in the analysis is sufficient for the results obtained in the 

study. The results presentation is concise but the discussion of the obtained results are vague and ambiguous.  The research 

conclusion needs to be improved.  

The author(s) should provide a link to the library of selected C. papaya used in the research. The graphics for the docking 

results should be improved. 

In some sections of the manuscript, the language used is inappropriate. The author(s) needs to improve on the choice of 

language of writing of the manuscript. The manuscript should be grammar checked and spell checked for errors. 

All the corrections highlighted in the manuscript should be effected prior to acceptance. 
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• The research is interesting and worthy of publication after all concerns raised are addressed by the author(s)  

 

 

 

D. REVIEWER'S RECOMMENDATION 
 Please mark with "X" one of the options. 

You state the article should: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Publish as it is  

Accept with minor revisions (editor will check), specific comments to the editor below 

The authors should improve on the language and choice of words used in reporting the manuscript, 

the manuscript should be grammar checked and spelling errors should be corrected. If possible the 

author(s) should employ a manuscript editing service to improve the manuscript. The graphics of 

the molecular docking should be improved. All supplimentary documents should be provided.  

• All other recommendation are contained in the other sections of the form and in the body 

of the reviewed manuscript. 

X 

Accept with moderate revisions  as recommended by reviewer   

Accept with major corrections (the article should be thoroughly changed)  

Full article  

Short communication  

Reject for reasons noted by the reviewer (please be specific)  
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E. REVIEWER’S INFORMATION 

 

Name Kingsley Ikechukwu Ijoma 

Official title Dr. 

Affiliation Nnamdi Azikiwe University 

Specialization Analytical Organic Chemistry (Sub: Natural Product and Computational 

Chemistry) 

Country Nigeria 

E-mail ikechukwuijoma@gmail.com 

Phone +2348144250562 
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4. Author mengirimkan hasil revisi artikel 
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Prof. Abiodun Falodun 

Editor in Chief 

Tropical Journal of Natural Product Research 

Dear Abiodun, 

 

I would like to submit our revised manuscript entitles” Screening Carica Papaya 

Compounds as an Antimalarial Agent: In Silico Study” for the consideration of 

publication in the tropical journal of natural product research.  

 

I also have answered a point by point questions, comments and suggestions from the 

reviewer to improve our article quality as written along with this letter. I really appreciate 

for all these valuable comments and suggestions. 

 

I hope very much that you would consider this manuscript for the publication in your 

esteemed journal. Your kind consideration would be gratefully acknowledged. 

 

Thank you 

Your sincerely 

 

Rollando 
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Responses to reviewers’ comments 

 

The author(s) should consider rephrasing the 

title to capture major components of the 

research  

• The abstract needs to be improved   

We have fixed the grammatical error in the 

article. We have improved the English 

language. Proofread certificate already 

exists. 

The abstract word count is < 250. The 

language of the abstract need to be 

improved, the abstract should be grammar 

checked.   

• The abstract captures the entirety of 

the manuscripts (i.e. the abstract 

covers the research scope) and the 

style of writing is appropriate 

however, the abstract need to be 

grammar checked. 

The abstract section has added words and 

research objectives. 

The introduction section needs to be 

grammar checked. Punctuation errors need 

to be corrected. The aim and objectives of 

the research is clear however, the author(s) 

should highlight the novelty of the research. 

The introduction contains limited 

information therefore, the author(s) should 

discuss in details both previous and recent 

research on the use of C. papaya leaf and 

compounds identified from them in the 

treatment of malaria. Also, the author(s) 

should consider comparative analysis of C. 

papaya leaf and other plant parts of C. 

papaya as well as other plants used in the 

treatment of malaria    

• The introduction is concise. 

We have fixed text referencing. 

The language of the methodology is 

inappropriate. The author(s) should improve 

on the language of the methodology. 

Periods/ full stop should not come before 

the citation as in …the compound and 

receptor's accuracy.9… etc. this error was 

obvious throughout the manuscript. The title 

of some of the subheading is inappropriate 

and should be rephrased. The methodology 

should be grammar checked. Spelling errors 

We have fixed reference writing. 
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should be corrected. The author(s) should 

extensively discuss the method used in the 

molecular dynamics simulation study. What 

are the periodic conditions employed in the 

MD simulation study? They claimed to have 

sourced their library from compounds 

identified in C. papaya leaf however, no 

mention of the criteria used in the 

selection/screening of the library to obtain 

the compounds used in the study was 

mentioned in the methodology however, it 

was mentioned in the results section so the 

author(s) should also, mention these criteria 

in the methodology. Pyrx is not sufficient 

for a molecular docking study, the author(s) 

should consider autodock tools for the 

docking analysis or use Pyrx in conjunction 

with other software to validate the docked 

conformation results. The method for the 

ADMET analysis was not mentioned in the 

methodology section but its results were 

presented and discussed? 

Vital information on the methodology is 

lacking especially in the MD simulation 

study.      

The selection criteria for the compounds 

used in the study was elusive. The author(s) 

should give detailed information about these 

criteria. They should cite the literature 

source of the journals (publishers, indexing 

and source etc.) they should give valid 

reason the compounds were selected for the 

study and provide web link to the library to 

the editorial team. … A total of 55 

We have fixed reference writing. 
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compounds were found to exhibit 

antimalarial activity based on the screening 

criteria…. What where the screening 

criteria? You only reported 14 compounds in 

table 1, what happened to the remaining 41 

compounds? What criteria was used to 

screen them out?  … The pkCSM test 

yielded thirty predictive data on fourteen 

compounds (Table 2.) where are the 

remaining 24 data from the pkCSM 

analysis? Since, you only reported six in the 

table other data associated with the research 

should be provided as supplementary 

documents if they cannot fit into the table. 

The results are not well presented. Most of 

the results not contained in the manuscript 

should be provided as a supplementary 

document  

The author(s) should stick to discussing 

results contained in the manuscript or its 

supplementary documents. The manuscript 

discussion is detailed. The discussion 

contains a lot of grammatical error which 

should be corrected. The spellings should all 

be checked. The author(s) choice of words 

in communicating some parts of the 

manuscript is poor. Is 3i65 and 3I65 same 

protein? ….The amino acid residue 

TYR528, produced by both the control 

ligand and Kaempferol-3-O-rhamnose 

compounds…. Instead of using produced the 

author(s) should consider using “amino acid 

residue interacted with…” give the full 

meaning of an abbreviation before 

We have fixed reference writing. 
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subsequent mention in the manuscript. What 

criteria was used in selecting the protein 

used in the molecular docking assay? What 

criteria was used to select the specific 

compounds docked to specific proteins as 

reported? The authors selected different 

proteins for their docking however, no 

specific criteria was given for the choice of 

the reported results. 

• The discussion of the results of the 

molecular docking experiment is 

ambiguous and vague 

• The author(s) needs to improve on 

the discussion of the results of the 

MD simulation study 

• The author(s) should use the unit of 

Angstroms rather than words such as 

… 2.5 Angstroms… 

• The author(s) should supply the .txt 

document of their docking results as 

supplementary documents, also all 

the docked conformation of the 14 

compounds with the protein should 

be supplied as a supplementary 

document. 

The 3D/stereo/ pose view of the docked 

compound in the active/allosteric/binding 

site of the protein should be reported in the 

manuscript for comprehensive and aesthetic 

purpose 

The conclusion is not concise and doesn’t 

represent the entire information contained in 

the manuscript. The authors didn’t highlight 

the future prospects of the research and they 

were no recommendations for further study. 

We have fixed text referencing. 

Author(s) should ensure that the reference 

count for the body of the manuscript is same 

We have fixed text referencing. 
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with those at the reference section. The 

author(s) should report the reference based 

on the journal guideline for author 

Figure 5 was not mentioned in the body of 

the manuscript. Figure 6 was used twice for 

“the Molecular docking visualization of 

quercetin 3-[rhamnosyl-(1->2)-rhamnosyl-

(1->6)-glucoside] with 6C4G protein and for 

the Analysis result of RMSD protein 6M20” 

authors should correct the errors. If 

numbered correctly figure 7 should be figure 

8. The figure should be reported based on 

the journal author guideline. 

• The numbering of the figures should 

be corrected 

The authors should improve the graphics of 

the molecular docking results 

 

We have fixed text referencing. 

The tables should be presented based on the 

journal author guideline. 

We have fixed text referencing. 
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6. Author mengirimkan kembali kepada manajer editor hasil revisi 
galley proof 
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