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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 
 

The manuscript Ms_IRJPAC_47673 has following correction : 
1.Results and Discussion : Author has mentioned incorrect values  
Original part : The lower the IC50, the more potent the extract, this showed that methanol 

extract has the highest radical scavenging activity (-1.87μg/ml) more than the standard 

Ascorbic acid (-0.81μg/ml), followed by ethanol extract (52.92μg/ml), Chloroform extract 

(54.53μg/ml) and pet-ether extract (71.59μg/ml) [fig. 4]. 

The values given in Table 3  :  

Methanol extract (AC01) 52.92 

Ethanol extract (AC02) -1.87 

Please do the appropriate corrections in Results and Discussion. 

Author should check the spaces in the manuscript. 

 

Manuscript will be accepted after revision. 
 

We are very grateful for the reviews provided by the editors of this manuscript. 
The comments are encouraging and the reviewers appear to share our 
judgement that this study and its results are important. Please see below, in 
bold, our detail, response to comments. All page numbers refers to the 
manuscript file with tracked changes. 
 
All corrections noted and were corrected. 
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Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
There is no any ethical issue in this manuscript. 
 

 
 


