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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
Grammatical and typographical errors can be minimised throughout the whole 
document. 
 
For example. 
Line 3. Space between bunius and (linn) 
Line 8 space dichloromethane and partionate 
 
Line 12 is can be changed to was 
Line 34 space between fullstop and Nowadays 
Lines 34 and 35 is not well understood it can be rephrased better  
 
Numbering of headings under Materials and methods should be corrected. 
 
Line 48 powdered plant materials 
Line 49 can the author be more specific on how long the material was extracted. 
Lines 56 and 57 is not well constructed and hence not well understood. 
Line 67 please separate of and Jahangirinjar  
Line 67 can be author specify which extracts? 
Line 79 and 80. The author can improve upon the typographical and grammatical 
errors in these sentences. 
 
Can the authors please check the references eg.  
 
Lines 193, 196 etc. 

 
 

 Recommended and necessary corrections have been made.  
 There were some mistakes in values in the result part, which 

have been corrected. 
 We did some change in the serial of the author names 
 Thanks for your patience reading. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Can the author please provide some more information on the description, medicinal 
uses and phytoconstituteents of this plant in the introduction? 
 

 We tried to rewrite according to your review. 
 Thanks for your patience reading 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 


