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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 

 

Non  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. ALL scientific nomenclature of parasites and 

plants Must be italicized in all the pages 

including the reference section. Almost every 

page has this issue. Eg page1, line 9- Abrus 

precatorius all through to page 16 line 426- 
Croton  mubango, Nanclea pobegevini and 

pyrenacantha standtii 

2. Check and correct Misspelt words eg P. 

falcoparum  and P. F. Malavia- lines 234 and 394 

respectively 

3. Correct the year of “Bagavan et al.,” publication-

line 383 

4. References no. 18 and 19 have not been cited in 

the text-line 389 and 392 respectively 

I agree with the reviewer.  

The corrections have been effected. 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

The manuscript is generally well presented, concise and 

adds extra knowledge on novel, safe and effective natural 

compounds that may complement synthetic ones.  

 

All the sections are well placed and described as 

necessary with the right materials and technical 

procedures. 

The discussion section is well presented. 

 

I recommend its publication after addressing minor 

issues raised above. 

 

 


