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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment 
Firstly, thank you for the opportunity to review the manuscript. 
I have read Manuscript  
Herewith, my review according my knowledge and understanding; 

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. 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) 
 

 
 

1. The manuscript will be useful for scientific community if it is presented in more 
detail and informative manner; need revision  

 
 

2. Title of the manuscript not reflect the work done 
I suggest change to “ANTIOXIDANT ACTIVITY, PHENOLIC AND FLAVONOID 
CONTENT OF TECOMA STANS (L.) Kunth AND ZINGIBER OFFICINALES ROSCOEOF 
THREE DIFFERENT EXTRACTS. 
 

3. The abstract need to be revised (follow the journal guidance) 
4. Subsection and structure has appropriate; however; 

a. The method have to be presented in detail 
b. The discussion need to be expanded because too short. 

5. The manuscript need revision 
6. Following the revision on discussion section, therefore more references required 

Articles below may be useful for consideration. 
a. Molecules 2022, 27, 1326. https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules27041326 

 
b. Molole et al. BMC Chemistry (2022) 16:48.  

https://doi.org/10.1186/s13065-022-00841-x 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 

1. The English/language is suitable for scholarly communications 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
PART  2: 
 

 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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