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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

Novelty of study and relevant contribution to knowledge, will be a lot enhanced, if
Author attempts to use more specific assays like GCMS and FTIR to identify specific
compounds present

The study simply intends to correlate extracts with different polarities with
phytochemicals and toxicity. Therefore, in our view, including results of
spectroscopic analysis like GCMS and FTIR could be outside the scope
of the topic

Minor REVISION comments

Author, should effect the corrections highlighted in red

(1) Bel: The suggested topic sounds perfect however | am afraid if the
topic is changed, it could affect the logical flow of the manuscript
particularly the Abstract and introduction of the article

(2) BE2, BE3, BE4 etc: the corrections have been effected

(3) BE5S : correction effected

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)

There may be need to see the ethical approval granted the author.

The study is part of a PhD research. The ethical approval is being considered
by the University’s College of Health Sciences Ethics Committee
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