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Compulsory REVISION comments

The manuscript lacks the data related to chemical
standardisation (TLC, HPLC, HPLC/MS or HPLC/NMR
fingerprints) is a substantial flaw.

Standardization is required in order to assure
reproducible pharmacological activity and efficacy of
herbal preparations.

The author wrote that Fig 2 showed the data of
Suxamethonium and Fig 3 showed Pancuronium in
discussion. Wasn't it mistake?

The author suggested the performance of Erythrophleum
suaveolens was similar to that of Pancuronium.

Did they confirm that the effect of acetylcholine sterase
inhibitor on Erythrophleum suaveolens?
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