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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 

 

 

Line 53, from not form 

Ambo city please remove which 

Line 195, of what use is the ash content of the seed 

when it was not compared with leave.  

Line 201, double full stop.., plus remove one 

Line 208, check edema 

Line 210, italize Stenopatela 

Line 274 leave a space between Ecoli and 23 

Line 357 check hydroalcholic. 

 

 

form changed as from 

which is removed 

the sentence is removed 

 

one full stop is removed 

edema is checked for spelling 

 stenopatela is italisized stenopatela 

one font space is created Ecoli and 23 

 hydroalcholic changed as hydroalcoholic 
  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Justification on the importance of the study plant as a 

good nutrients agents before presentation of proximate 

results is not necessary, and this was done with no 

reference, it is better the author go straight to the 

presentation of the result and comparison with past 

work. 

 

 

The sentence is completely removed  

Optional/General comments 

 

Proximate composition will be better as part of the title 

because the nutrition aspect was analyse proximately 

 

 

 

we have not tried to correct this  

 

 


