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

 
 
The present study highlights the distinctive ethnopharmacological characteristics of Pycnanthus 
angolensis which can be further explored by other researchers on the efficacy of the compounds 
reported. 
 

 

 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
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Please rephrase this sentence: A recent ethnobotanical survey revealed this plant in the traditional 
treatment of viral and parasitic pathologies. Replaced the word “revealed”. Not appropriate. 
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Yes 
 
No, please add reference from recently published paper.  
 
Please check for grammatical errors and sentence structure. There are multiple grammatical errors 
in the manuscript. 
Re-write the conclusion part. 
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