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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) 
 

 
 
 
An important study . 

Ethopharmacological approach, in vivo antidiarrhoeic properties of aqueous leaf extract of 
Mallotus oppositifolium (Euphorbiaceae) and isolation of antidiarrheal compound . 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

Need revision in language  

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1-Introduction 
Source (15) does not agree with what was mentioned in the introduction. Please check the source 
(14) (WHO). 
2- Results 
Table (1) did not include the sources for each plant. 
Adjusting the margin of Figure (1) for the MO treatment value. 
Adding a table of the compounds found in the leaves of the plant used in the study, including the 
ratios of each (paragraph 3-9). 
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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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