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PART 1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory  REVISION comments Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript 
and highlight that part 
in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) Please write a few sentences regarding the 

importance 
of this manuscript for the scientific community. 
Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this 
part. 

 
The manuscript presents significant for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the medicinal 
properties, chemical composition, and pharmacological potential of this plant. This research can help identify 
bioactive compounds, supporting traditional uses or uncovering new medicinal benefits. Overall, the research is 
commendable. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

Yes, the title is appropriately suitable.  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you 
suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points 
in this section? Please write your suggestions 
here. 

Yes, the abstract is completely comprehensive.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes 
          Add the numbering of subsections 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why 
do you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically 
sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

The manuscript contributes to the body of knowledge in plant-based medicine, ethnopharmacology, and the 
potential for developing natural alternatives to synthetic drugs, fostering biodiversity conservation and sustainable 
use of plant resources. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have 
suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Add some recent references 

Modify the references into journal format 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 
Mostly yes 

 

Optional/General comments  
          Abstract should be in capitals 
          All main heading should be in capitals, bold and numbered like 1. INTRODUCTION, 

2.MATERILAS AND METHODS, 3. RESULTS, etc. 
          Conclusion also should be in capitals and add the numbering 
          Check the font, punctuations, and spaces between two words throughout the manuscript 

          Arrange the tables and figure & the numberings into journal format 
          In result, table values are mismatched in described result part 
          In discussion, mentioned figure 11 but not cited inside the manuscript 
 In discussion, mentioned moisture content value was recorded in table 6 but as per your result that was in 

table 5. 
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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) 
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