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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 topic of selection was good but the way of presentation and the justification for the result was very poor. 
Title should be modified as “Biological study on aerial parts of  Hyoscyamus boveanus (Dunal) Asch. & Schweinf 
Botanical name is represented as Dun… Its Dunal. Has to be replace throughout the text. 
Lack of reference in the materials and method section. 

In materails and methods it was mentioned the rabots was as 3 gropus  ...what about  the third one in all the 
tables 
What is the necessary of figure 1 and 2. Already the same is mentioned in the table 1 and 2. ??? 
Throughout the article the sentence formation can be much more better.  
No proper discussion for the result.  
The article was not concluded properly. 
Very poor reference cited. Only two recent literature was added out of 16. Has to be improved. 
Some corrections were highlighted in the article too.  
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