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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Traditionally the plant is valuable; also, the finding of this review is fascinating and the 
overall presentation of this manuscript is promising, and the results are comprehensive. But 
some minor change should need that I address as follows:  
 
1. A proofreading should need to minimise necessary reading difficulties. So that the 
manuscript message could be delivered well to the readers.  
2. Referencing should improve with electronic referencing tools like endnote so that the 
work precision will be enhanced. 
3. Plant genus name and in-vitro & in-vivo term should be written in italic symbol. Some 
point in this manuscript was missed to written in Italic. Author should check and correct 
those error.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
There are some minor additions can improve the manuscript quality so well which as 
follows: 

1. A table of pharmacological effect (in-vitro and in-vivo) of this plant could be added. 
2. A graphical Abstract can be enhanced the manuscript quality.   
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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