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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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Isthetitle 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)

To some extent

OK

OK

Spelling mistakes in intro part: “Since ancient times, herbal medicines have been used by many
different counties throughout the world to treat illnesses and to assist bodily functions and their
uses have increased substantially both in developed and developing countries”

Discussion:

Already reported findings (below) not to be included under discussion of the authors’ result: “Metals
such as zinc, copper, iron and manganese are essential nutrients and important for the
physiological and biological functions of the human body. However, an increase in their intake
above certain permissible limits can make them toxic [13]. Zinc is required for numerous processes
in the body; protein synthesis, DNA synthesis, immune function, nerve function, accelerating wound
healing, decreasing inflammation, treating diarrhea, reducing oxidative stress, preventing
osteoporosis, lowering blood sugar, reducing acute respiratory infections (like pneumonia) and
many enzymatic reactions [19-20].”

1. The abstract reports that the analyzed samples do not contain the heavy metals or
microorganisms, even otherwise within the permissible limits. However, the authors justify
the occurrence of these in herbal samples in several findings reported earlier. This is
contradictory to the authors report

2. Under Discussion, authors have stated as: The presence of zinc in sample A and D
could have contributed to their use in treating diabetes and enhancing sexual performance
respectively. Also zinc in sample B and E could have contributed to their use in treating
pneumonia. This is ambiguous, with no concrete analysis of the impact of the samples on
users.

The manuscript is not scientifically correct. It speaks about samples which play key role in
treating sexually transmitted diseases, diabetes, pneumonia, typhoid and malaria, for boosting
Immune and sexual enhancement. But, it is not evidenced properly. Further, the authors have
not defined about the ill effects of these concoctions, if it exceeds the permissible limits.

Most of the references are before 2015. Recent references are lacking

Minor REVISION comments
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1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications? OK

Optional/General comments

Not suggested for publication

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)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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