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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 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 

 

In ine 8, remove mineral after elements. Line 45, change 

capital C in composition to small letter c.  In line 57, state 

the name of the Botanist that identified the plant and the 

herbarium number of the plant. Line 190 and 207, 

change all to small letter. Also, exponch serial number in 

table 1 and 2. In line 209, change all to small letter. 

Exponch the sentence below table 1.  In table 2, there 

should be line beloe the table. The bold lines in table 1 

and 2 should be change to light lines. 

Comments  acted upon 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

In line 57, state the month of collection of the plant. The results 

of the analysis in table 1 and 2 should been repeated three 

times and mean± standard deviation presented. In line 231 and 

245, Seperate Napoleonaimperialis to Napoleona imperialis. 
Change Antia et. al., 2006 in line 245 to number 5. In line 248, 
sperate leavesandSenna obtusfoliawhich to leaves and Senna 
obtusfolia which. In line 247, sperate were2.1%,  0.2%and 
and also remove (4 , 18 , 33).). the second brakect and full 
stop.  Also, sperate 2%respectively 2% respectively to in line 
249. Close the brakect after 11 in line 251. Sperate 
forSecurinega in line 255 and forNapoleona in 256 to for 
Securinega and for Napoleona. In 269, 270, 271 and 273, sperate 
imperialisleaf, Securinegavirosa, Indigoferaastragelina and 
forosmotic.  Also, sperate Securinegavirosa, Mucunasloanei, 
indigoferaastragelina and NapoleonaImperialis in line 280 and 
285. In line 295 and 296, sperate 0.85mg/100gvalue, 
Securinegavirosa and Mucunasloanei. In line 332 and 391, write 
the volume, number and page of the journal used. Generally, be 
consistent in the journal names. Write in full all journal names. 

Comments acted upon 

Optional/General comments 

 

The manuscript is should be considered after infecting 

the corrections 

 

 


