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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 
 

 
 

 The abstract has no ‘’background/introduction’’. This should come 
before the ‘’Aim of study’’.  

 Under ‘’introduction’’, the 21
st

 line of the 2
nd

 paragraph has the 
word ‘’in vitro’’ that is not italicised. 

 In the 5
th

 line of the abstract (2
nd

 line of the methodology), a 
‘’comma’’ is more suitable that the ‘’ full stop’’ punctuation. That 
is, ‘’…were collected, washed and air-dried’’ instead of ‘’…. were 
collected. Washed and air – dried’’. 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
References recognized by google scholar is more preferable especially in cases 
where there is an alternative recognized citation. Reference 1 may not be 
standard. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  
 
Even though previous research had indicated the phytochemicals present in the 
plant in general, knowing the phytochemicals present in each solvent extract 
would give more insight to the cause/reason of their activity and this could be 
linked to result of other findings in the discussion section.  
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

http://ditdo.in/aprj
https://www.journalaprj.com/index.php/APRJ/editorial-policy


 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
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) 
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