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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 is clearly written and the results are well presented. The results appear to 
be valid and the methodology is appropriate. These should be considered: 
Study area 
A map of the region should be inserted 
Line 68: “for the treat different diseases” need to be “for the treatment of different 
diseases”. 
Results and discussion: 
Line 86: “were” not “was” 
Table 1a: “Laliaceae” should be ‘Liliaceae” 
Conclusion: 
Line 107: “have been used” not “are been used” 

Study area map is inserted 
Line 68: Noted 
Line 86: Noted 
Table 1a: Noted 
Line 107: Noted 

Minor REVISION 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) 
 
 

 
 

 


