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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. Arethe 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)

In abstract: The conclusions of the abstract do not much with the conclusions of the
study and seem very general since the authors have concentrated two parts of the
plant chosen for the present investigation and it is not highlighted which one is
gives better results or both.

In introduction: The introduction part is presented in very brief and still there is a big
gap in between the current study and existing literature. Authors are therefore
suggested to expand the literature search to include more recent and relevant
literature in the introduction section.

In materials and methods: This section is fine, and the methods of each
determination was general to use in the field.

In results and discussion: The results of the present investigation need to be revised
with a clear presentation of the findings in a more scientific way. Also, the
discussion detail has to adding and fine some references to be citation.

In conclusion: The limitation of the present study may be given along with
conclusion or under separate heading for understanding the concepts clearly.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly None
communications?
Optional/General comments
None
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