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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 4: Always italicized botanical names.

Line 7: This statement is highly contestable. | am a Nigerian, and | can contest
the fact that soursop is widely consumed by the pregnant women.

Line 12: Make the "w" UPPER CASE: W.

Lines 13-14: Please re-frame this statement by excluding the control group as
part of groups receiving different concentration of the extract.

Line 46: Re-write this name correctly.

Line 52: This should appear in lower case 'm'.

Line 58: Your work was on the leaves, but | do not think pregnant women in
Nigeria widely take the leaves of this plant like you claim. Even the fruit part
which is what is usually consumed is not also widely taken by pregnant women.
Line 63: Separate the names.

Line 65: Are you sure of this voucher number?

Lines 71-89, 113, 126, 146, 178, 181-188: Hit the “space bar” here.

Line 89: Check this statement, and re-frame to bring out meaning, for it lacks
meaning.

Lines 149-150: Please check for what happened between these two lines.
Lines 204-206 and 217-219: You have initially entered this reference above.
see highlighted reference no 6, so delete either of the two and keep one.

Line 212, 220, 243-244: You have to be consistence with the font form you want
to use. This font form is different from others.

Lines 234-239: You have different font size and font form combined here.

Minor REVISION comments

Author(s) did not follow/use the SDI format/template in writing the manuscript.

Optional/General comments

Generally the topic and the write-up are good, but the manuscript can be made
better for acceptance for publication if the author(s) can adequately respond to
the above comments.
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