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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

In section 4.0 — Discussion, the in-text reference needs major revision. The minimum
correction will see the inclusion of the year a reference author reported the findings.
Naming the author alone without indicating the year or that it is a report is deficient.

Minor REVISION comments

Line 9 — the author is advised to change “possessed” to “possesses”

Line 16 — the author is advised to use either “from 0-4 weeks” and from “5-8 weeks”. “For”
is not applicable in this context

Line 39 — change “drug” to “drugs”

Line 42 — the author is advised to use “an antihypertensive” not “antihypertensive”

Line 44 — the author should please remove “used as vegetable”

Line 82 — the author is strongly suggested to complete the sentence. It is incomplete.
Line 270 — Use “Variance” not “Varience”

Under Section 2.1 — Plant Extraction, the author is advised to include the authentication
number of the plant as initialled by a certified botanist in the University herbatorium or
similar official. This will give credence to the authenticity of the plant.

Under Section 2.6 — Biochemical assays and procedures, there is no need to describe the
methodology in details. The name of the technique, author, year and reference for the
technique is sufficient.

Under section 2.7 — Statistical analysis, did the author run a normality test before
subjecting the data to the chosen statistical tool? if not, then the author is strongly advised
to do so.

| am of the opinion that several tables could be merged together. For example, Urea,
Creatinine and Electrolytes may be lumped into one table. If the author is not
satisfied, please indicate with a rebuttal letter indicating your stand.

Optional/General comments

A good research work. However, it could better be justified with more references from
WHO and several authors on the need to research on medicinal plants.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20

Reviewer Details:

Name: Sharafudeen D. Abubakar

Department, University & Country College of Health Sciences, Nigeria

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




