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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  
 
 
-there is lake of interpretation a of result, 
Your results are not clearly presente and there are not statistique. You should five of 
all presente and interprete your result 
-your abstract is to long you should reduice it 
- there is not keys word in your document 
-Introduction doe not have part. It is wrote in one paragraph 
 
- There is no control group in your test. How are you going to make comparison 
- Each result should be clearly explain 
 

All the results were interpreted in the discussion section. I used Instat 
GraghPad in preparing my statistical analysis for the antioxidants and 
antibacterial results which is seen in the manuscript.  
 
The quantitative Phytochemistry results are not in statistic because I 
expressed the results in their percentages.  
 
The results are presented in tables and charts, then interpreted at the 
discussion section. 
 
I tried to ensure I cover every aspect of the work that is why the abstract is 
long. Many plants samples and experiments model was used. 
 
I have added keyword. 
 
The acute toxicity test was used to determine the ranges of doses that is safe 
for the animals. The protocol I used followed Dietrich lorke method and did not 
use control group. 
 
Ok. I have described the various plants gotten from ethno-botanical survey 
  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
-the article is too long 
 

Ok. 

Optional/General comments 
 

The qualitative test of saponine: 

You can use for the qualitative test the method below e Yadav et al., 2014 

 

Ok. 

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
No 
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