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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 
 

 
1. Lines 36 to 39 are missing a reference. 
2. Add aim of study at end of introduction part. 
3. Please provide volumes in liters rather than cm3. 
4. In phytochemical screening part, it is better to add just references for the 

tests without details. 
5. In references part, journal names should be abbreviated. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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