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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. Is the title 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) 
 

 
 
Although the study performed by authors is in a preliminary stage, their study results are 
promising and could be carry forward for further investigations. Following are my 
suggestions: 

1. Add more references to establish the traditional use of the studied medicinal plants 
if available. 

2. Justify the combinational use of the studied medicinal plants. Add references if 
available. 

3. Justify the ratio of medicinal plants used in the study. Add any references if available 
to increase the relevance of study. 
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Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
The manuscript looks scientifically correct to me. Still, I have some questions: 

1. Regarding preparation of crude extracts: Please add how the authors prepared 
different concentrations used in DPPH test. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Please add the references mentioned above if available. 
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