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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
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Yes, the manuscript is important for the scientific community as it gives
information about the antioxidant activity of Costus speciosus which will
help the researchers to gain knowledge about this plant species

Title is ok

The abstract is comprehensive but the EC50, IC50 mentioned in the
keywords is not available in abstract

Subsections are ok, future prospects of the study of this species in the manuscript
is suggestive to add.

Simple grammatical mistakes are there need to be corrected

References are sufficient but inside text, all reference numbers are haphazardly
given, so authors are suggested to give the references serially
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The language is ok
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