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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 This paper is loose. Just look at my comments in the main article.

Minor REVISION comments
Not really but I expected more from the authors in terms of going further to run quantitative
phytochemicals or GC-MS phytochemical to know at what extent does this agree with the
qualitative phytochemicals.

Thank you
We have not equipment for GC-MS in our university

Optional/General comments
I recommend that this article be published as a short communication after revision.

I agree with you we will publish it as a short article
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


