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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) 
 

 
 
1.The authors shared all the ideas, discovery and explain it significantly 
 
 
2.Change the title to : Antityphoid and Antioxidant Activities of Leaf Extracts from Dracaena 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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The authors did not mention to the all treatments, in material the groups was 6 in abstract just 4? 

Which dose yields the best results? 

The letters that are assigned to the arithmetic mean serve as evidence of the significance of the 
numbers. Specifically, the letter "a" is assigned to the highest sample average among the averages 
to indicate significance. However, upon observing the tables, we find contradictory results. Can the 
researcher provide an explanation for this discrepancy? or they had another vision 
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