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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 
 

 Introduction section: The authors must give more information about the 
studied plant with references. There is no reference in the last paragraph of 
introduction section. 

 Results section: In Table 1, the authors should report phytochemical 
screening results in +, ++, +++, ++++ according to the change in color of 
reaction which appeared. This may help in comparison between methanol 
and aqueous extracts. 

 Figure 1 is a standard curve of gallic acid. Please change the x-axis to be 
“concentration of gallic acid (mg/ml)”. The figure legend must also be 
changed to “standard curve for total phenolic content assay”. 

 Discussion section: Give the reason that methanol was used to compare with 
aqueous solvent in the extraction process. They are nearly the same polarity. 
Why the authors did not use the solvents with much more different in 
polarity? 

 

I agree with the reviewer on these comments and I have corrected them in the 
manuscript. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 Check reference format  
 Check and correct spelling 

 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
Kindly see the following link:  
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
 


