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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 abstract should not include introduction, but a summary of the results of major findings and its
implication on subject matter.

The results are not well presented, the values are written with comma in place of decimal.

The results should be properly discussed, compare the effectiveness of each samples, compare your
outcomes with most recent literature values (mention reported figures) and draw the implications
based on findings.

Conclusion should be drawn based on results obtained, such as the effective ness of each leaf
extracts that is order of activity.

The extract should be obtained separately with each solvent and fresh sample as against the
chart presented

My major concern as a Chemist is the use of methanol for extraction due to its poisonous nature

Minor REVISION comments

The manuscript is not paged
The abstract need to be recast
The results in Table 1 need to be represent

Optional/General comments

Generally, the manuscript is good.

The corrections are mainly editorial

But the study could be enhanced, if the statistical analysis such as ANOVA could be performed on the results for
proper comparison of the performance evaluation among the leaves extracts and reference samples.
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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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