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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? 
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
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- Yes, this manuscript is scientifically significant to the community. 

 
- Yes, the title of the article is very correct. 

 
- Yes, the abstract is comprehensive; please author(s) rephrase the abstract by 

including the conclusions. 
 

- Yes, subsections are well structured. 
 

- The manuscript is scientifically correct. 
 

- Yes, except some few references are too old like 1955. 
 

- Please author(s) add more citations in all subsections. 
 

- Please author(s) be clear on the solvent used for extraction, because it is 
contradicting as both Ethanol and Methanol has been used. Therefore, specify the 
exact solvent. 
 

- Please for more comments check the manuscript file. 
 

- Please author(s) it would be good to provide the Ethical approval for the animal used 
in the experiment. 

 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
- Please correct some few grammatical errors as indicated in the manuscript file. 
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