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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

Minor REVISION comments

Authors used to mention anti-inflammatory activity in 1Cso Values. |
could not understand the percentage inhibition of the fractions show 70
and above but the same time ICsp also double and triple time
increased. This concept is confusing. (See table 8).

Better authors should use some graphical figures for the antioxidants
results part.

Improve the resolution of all the figures. The values not clear in this
present form of the figure.

Alignment needed for all the tables.

Authors mentioned they used t-test analysis for all results but they did
not mention the significant values in all the results.

Table 8 showed the extracts and fractions selected for
membrane stability assays. The percentage inhibition of
these samples at their various concentration are already
presented in tables 1-4. Hence, table 8 is no longer
necessary and has now been deleted.

We feel that the presentation will be better understood with
normal figures rather than graphical representation.
The resolutions of all the figures have been improved.

The tables are not of equal sizes, thus aligning them is
difficult.

1. The required information in line 96 of the PDF of the
original article is given in lines 97 — 104.

2. We used rutin because we had no problem dissolving
it in our previous studies, so we decided to continue to use
rutin.

3. The issues on ICso has been attend to and the new
values highlighted in the version 1 of the manuscript.

Optional/General comments

| found this work interesting. It was carried out the plant, which does
not report previously in the experimental way.
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