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The authors have to review the units of the assay:  

free radical scavenging ability of the extracts against 

DPPH.  

 

The authors have to do a statistical  analysis for the 

antibacterial activity (zone of inhibition). 

 

In the manuscripts on line there are many references 

about of the species used in this research, the 

authors could consult this manuscripts and complete 

the discussion. 

 

In the manuscript there are other comments. 

 

The standard units are used. 

 
This has been done by using SPSS Mean 
error bar. 
 
This manuscript centers on the mixture of 
the herbal plants and not on the individual 
plant, and we can boldly say, to best of our 
knowledge, that no Author(s) has 
combined these plants.  So the issue of 
consulting other manuscripts does not 
arise. 
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