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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

>

>

The present research article titled “Stem Bark Aqueous Extract of
Citrus Sinensis Reduces Postprandial Glycaemia Better Than
Glibenclamide, An Anti-Diabetic Drug” presented in a scientifically
accepted manner and generated good results fit for the study.
However, the following errors are identified and requested to revise
thoroughly as per comments given below:

There will be a more and more number of grammatical mistakes

and formatting errors throughout the MS.

Plant name must be presented in Italic style. The genus name
started with a capital letter and the species name with a small
letter. Kindly check in all sections including in Title.

Revise the references format as per the journal guidelines.

Project the abstract in some better way.

Avoid the unnecessary lengthy “Discussion”

Title modified as the other reviewer
recommended

Done all over the MS

Corrected

Corrected in the MS

Done

Improved

Discussion reduced.(35 words in lines

328, 329,330 suppressed).
Lines 326-328 reformulated

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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