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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

Italize all the botanical names.

Be more specific in the words highlighted in red in the abstract. The result shows
that some are above the about figure in %.

Correct the DPPH spelling. | have done some in the manuscript itself.

The results presentations are satisfactory but the discussion of the results outcome
is lacking. The discussion has to be included to improve the articles’ impact. This is
vital.

The conclusion is vague. It is poorly written.

In the references maintain a consistent style particularly with the name of journals.

All botanical names were italized.
Results, Corrected percent results.
Corrected writing DPPH.

The discussion were added to the results

The names of the journals in the sources were written in a consistent style.

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)
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