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In abstract part, please write in same font as the rest of the manuscript.
References should be in numbered style rather than author-date style.
Please align paragraph ends.

Line 73 and elsewhere in the manuscript, valeriana latin name should be
italic.

Line 103, the word effectively is repeated.

Lines 107 to 145 are better situated in discussion part than the introduction
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Please add aim of the study at the end of the introduction part.
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and methods part.
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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