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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 
 

-The manuscript need English editing  
- Do not repeat the abbreviation for the same word eg. GCMS in the abstract is mentioned twice  
- How could you decide that one extract is better than the other only by the number of compounds detected ? 
you must test the activity of those extracted compounds  
- Use more precise keywords related to the main points in the article  
- Cite Daniell (1859) properly  
- Mention the Family of the plant then the subfamily in the classification  
- Add paragraph at the end of the introduction to declare the aim and the novelty of the study  
- Use the abbreviation for Daniella oliveri (D. oliveri) throughout the text don’t mention the full name again 
and again  
- No any statistics were found in the text !! and how many replica did you used to confirm the obtained 
results of the study ? 
-How could you determine if the difference in the extracts ratio is significant or not  
- Table 3 is miss formatted  
- In reference number 36 add the year. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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