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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) 
 

 
 
Yes, Here’s a comparisionbetween two plants of different solventsshowing anti-diabetic activity 
.Here, this study showed that both plants are having anti-diabetic activity . 
 
COMPARATIVE PHYTOCHEMICAL,PROXIMATE ANTI-HYPERGLYCEMIC ACTIVITIES OF 
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Yes ,it’s Good giving proper information. 
 
Structure is ok,sections are given numbering follow the edied copy . 
 
Yes 
 
 
ok 
 
 
 
For images and tables follow proper numbering & indicate image name below the image & tables 
name above the table. 
 
Introduction to both plants parts ,other activities done previously should be included in 
comphrehensive manner. 
Reference numbers write upon as superscript. 
 

 

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

communications? 
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Optional/Generalcomments 
 

 
Title is ok, IS IT INVTRO OR IN VIVO. 
 
Grammar and title should be gone through , Proper spacing after plant name give space. 
 
References related to both plants and recent studies should be included, Diabetes research plants 
are supposed to be added . 
 
While writing any article keep in mind the images are labelled with sections Example: Fig: 1.1 & 1.2. 
 
Space is missing everywhere after plant names & reference should be written as superscript. 
 
If in-vitro ,you have not used animals but in Discussion its mentioned as rats results. 
If so, your rats results are there then change the title. 
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