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Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

Its an interesting topic for pharmaceutical application. Here are some comments for the
improvement of the manuscript:

1. The abstract was not properly written and lacking important info. The abstract should
have general information and problem statement, objectives that related to the research
titte, summarizes research methods, highlight the major findings based on R&D, conclusion
and significant contribution of the research.

2. Line 45-50 (Introduction) are not relevant and need to be removed.

3. Line 112-113: repeating info with Line 96-98

4. Material and methods: The protocol needs to be straight to the point following standard
journal format. Need to specify the amount of reagents used in mmol and gram. No more
explanation and lit. review in the experimental section. Example (Line 147-148 and 167-
167, etc)

4. Line 213-225: The instrument needs to be combined in a concise journal formats. Not
written individually.

5. Figure 2 is a bit blur and no labelling. The discussion in the text doesn’t correlate with
peaks in Figure 2

6. Line 364: Need to be rewritten

7. Any financial support for the project.

Optional/General comments
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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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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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