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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 

 

Author has made it a lab experiment and its basic 

content and technicality is OK.   BUT 

Author has not mentioned about the Institutional 

ethics committee(IEC)  approval of  his/her 

experiment . 

Author has repeatedly mentioned  the plant name 

with aqueous extract in abstract as well as 

throughout the paper, that can be written as 

abbreviation ; for example Aqueous leaf extract of 

cissampelos mucronata  can be mentioned as ALECM. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Minor revision is required ,author has to mention about 

the approval of IEC and author has made some spelling 

mistake in the line 95 .Group was written as roup that 

should be corrected. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Subject is fresh and explored well, strong point is  gross 

drafting  and information is included fairly good  

 

Ethical issues: 

 

Yes, Author has to take the approval from the IEC before 

performing the experiment AND that should be  

mentioned in the manuscript.  
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