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Compulsory REVISION comments   
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Please do the suggested corrections : 

1) Delete formula for calculation of %Total Nitrogen and 

%Crude Protein (delete lines 64-78) and write in the text 

that they were determined. 

2) Idem %Absorvance (Delete lines 89-93) 

3) Idem % Moisture (Delete line 100) 

4) Idem % Lipids (Delete  113-117) 

5) Table 1 - Antraquinone - A as capital leter 

6) In the results follow the same order of the Material 

and Methods. First results of the Proximate analysis and 

then Phytochemical screening . 

7) Since Discussion is separated of Results should be 4. 

Discussion. 

And do  the same order of the Material and Methods and 

Results. First discussion of the Proximate analysis and 

then Phytochemical screening . 

8) 5. Conclusions. Idem the same order of the Material 

and Methods, Results, and Discussion. First conclusions  

of the  Proximate analysis and then Phytochemical 

screening . 
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