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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Yes, it is considered important because this research shows a way to make plant species useful
based on their organolectic, physicochemical, and phytochemical properties, among others, to
strengthen the possible usefulness of products obtained from plants that until certain times have not
been used.

in the pharmacological field because they were not clear about its composition and other properties
of great use for health

Yes, it is quite related to the research proposed

Yes, the way in which it is structured is understandable, although it does not have the blocky form
in which it is always requested according to APA standards.

Yes, it has the appropriate structure because in the introduction it talks about what is wanted and
gives an outline of the theory about the plant, in the methodology they explain step by step each

technique or method applied for the determination of each property of interest of the plant. leaf of
the plant, in addition to the results with evidence of each result in addition to the conclusions and
the references cited to support the investigation

for the scientific community that is interested in the usefulness of plants for the production of
pharmaceuticals and other medical applications
Due to the amount cited, they may be sufficient but the most recent are from the year 2018; 2019

and 2020, the others are below those years

It is suggested to place if there are foundations the possible use of the research and products to be
obtained with the use of the leaves

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes, the language applied in the manuscript, technical English, is adequate

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAAuthor’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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