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Review Form 1.6

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

In Methodology part:

1. Isthere any standard literature for using the 70 % ethanol for the maceration
process of leaf extract?

2. How do you come to know the maceration is only for 72 hours, because in general
maceration process is upto 7 days?

3. In abstract part, you have mentioned the phytoconstituents like flavonoids,
saponins, alkaloids, tannins, and terpenoids that were present, where as in
discussion part it was only tannins, terpenoids, and saponins. Be specific in
phytonstituents.

Minor REVISION comments

1. In abstract part, you have mentioned the phytoconstituents like flavonoids,
saponins, alkaloids, tannins, and terpenoids that were present, But where as in
discussion part it was only tannins, terpenoids, and saponins. Be specific in
phytonstituents.

2. Inresult and discussion part, % inhibition of a—amylase, Please justify the figure 2,
the concentration was 0.1 mg/mL and 0.9 mg/mL of the leaf extract, but the figure
2 it was, concentration/100 mg/kg b.w. please be specific in concentration.

3. Result and discussion part, need to be verify

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’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 ves, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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