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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. Give explanation of EWC and EC 
2. Give reference in the red marked line. 
3. Plant authentication reference number should be mentioned. 
4. For Preparation of plant extracts methodology give reference. (red Marked area. 
5. Figure 3: Inhibition percentage of samples on DPPH test – verify the inhibition percentage of 

Standard Ascorbic acid  
6. As per Author Guidelines illustrations, figures and tables are placed within the text at the 

appropriate points, rather than at the end. 
7. Check the Spelling in the Introduction Part  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Plant name - Cola nitida (Vent) Schott. and Endl. 
2. Reducing percentage of different samples in FRAP test - verify the inhibition percentage of 

Standard Ascorbic acid . 
3. The Results part should be in detail. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. In Conclusion give the discussion for : two samples were made. One treated with casein (EC) 

and the other one without treatment (EWC). 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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