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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
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1. Authors have to revel, on what basis they have selected the solvents for maceration, 

because DCM is normally wont select for the maceration process. 
 

2.  Author’s did not mentioned the duration of maceration process. 
 

3. Authors did not carried out the phytochemical screening for all the herbs with 
different extracts. It is mandatory to know the presence of secondary metabolites in 
each herbal extract. 
 

4. What are the phytoconstituents responsible for the cytotoxic studies showed good results 
only in H20 : MeOH extract in all the three plants. 
 

5. Author’s should re-write the results with clarity  
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