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PART 1: Review Comments

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
2.2. There should be rather “was extracted by” instead “was extraction”.
2.3.7. Extract was heated, could you write at what temperature.
Figure 1. Could you give a better image, because in ethyl acetate extract there is no
spots.
Results: Last sentence: Maybe it will be better add information that experiences of
Tabe were made on leaf.

2.2 correction effected
2.3.7 corrected
Figure 1. TLC plates had gone bad now.

Results: Rephrased

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART  2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

No ethical issues


