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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
NIL 
 
 
 
 

The Authors states that this manuscript is an 
original research paper. 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. Typos: The authors should try to use 
appropriate gaps to separate the words that 
were erroneously joined together. E.g., line 4 
stenocarpa)is 
Line 6: sphenostylisstenocarpa 
Line 7functionsof 
Line 9: sphenostylisstenocarpa 
Line 117: Sphenostylisstenocarpa 
Line 232: Sphenostylisstenocarpa 
Line 294: arenot 
 

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS: The authors did 
not indicate that a voucher specimen of the 
plant material was deposited at the site of 
identification. It is important to deposit 
specimen and get the voucher number. 
 

Lines 233-236: Although there have 
234 been claims from individuals practising alternative 
medicine on the potential benefits of the 

1. Corrected and highlighted in yellow. 
2. Materials and method. The authors 

followed their Institution’s (The 
University of Port Harcourt) standards 
on sample identification. 

Lines 233 – 236. Corrected using the first 
option. 
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235 aqueous extracts of this plant. There is no 
documented scientific evidence to support this 

1. 236 very claim. 
The first sentence is not a complete statement. It can 
be joined to the second sentence to form a single 
sentence. It could go like this: 
 
 Although there have 
234 been claims from individuals practising alternative 
medicine on the potential benefits of the 
235 aqueous extracts of this plant, there is no 
documented scientific evidence to support this 
236 very claim. 
 
Or, it could go like this: 
 
There have 
234 been claims from individuals practising alternative 
medicine on the potential benefits of the 
235 aqueous extracts of this plant. However, there is 
no documented scientific evidence to support this 
236 very claim. 
 
 

Optional /General  comments 
 

The authors may consider adding pictures of the plant 
materials (stem, seeds, tubers) to the document. 

 

 
 
 
 


