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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 
 

 
 
Need to re-check the way of writing, a little bit confusing (highlighted in the main text). It seems this study 
did not mentioned how many batches of leaves was collected in Material Section. There was no Statistical 
Analysis was used in this study in Methods Section, even in the bar chart (Figure 2 and 3) and graph 
(Figure 4). 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Need to re-check the English grammar (Example: should be written in past tense) 
(highlighted in the main text) 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

This study is important to determine the phytochemical content and antiradical activity of several plants in 
Benin that have potential to use for the treatment of type-2 diabetes.  
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