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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The article is about investigating the antioxidant and membrane 

stabilizing potentials of the leaf of Globimetula oreophila, with a view to 

providing scientific support for the acclaimed ethnomedicinal or 

traditional uses of the plant. 

The plagaris is high given as attach file. The extracts were fractionated 

from the extract. Why fractionation is done and what are the fractional 

ingredients. And which ingredient affect the activity.  

 
Plagiarism Issue: 
It is given as attach file. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Plagiarism is alluded to this work. We have only referenced 

other researchers work in relation to our research. 

 
The comments are not well understood. 
 
 

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 IC50 has been attend to and the new 
values highlighted in the version 1 of the manuscript. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 


