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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 
 

 
1. Table 1a and 1b should be combined into 1 table otherwise readers might get 

confused. 
2. You mentioned 28 plants but showed only 22. How about are the other 6? 
3. You should discuss why some plants were mentioned frequently and why were not. 
 
 
 
 

 
1. Noted and corrected. 

 
2.  I said Twenty eight plants were mentioned as being used for 

treatment of Diabetes mellitus in Buruku Local Government of Benue 
State by the herbalists but out of these total I was able to collect 
twenty two (22) plant species out of the twenty eight mentioned.   
 

3. Noted and discussed 
Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

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) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 


