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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
This research article gives a full review of the plant Senna occidentalis L. It gives complete picture of the plant
and the plant figure also gives identification of the plant easily.

A vast information regarding the introductory part is given. The strong literature background gives full
information regarding the plant and the various researches done with this plant are given in detail.

The materials and methods given are adequate

The results and discussion shows the presence of various chemical constituents present in the different parts
of the plants.

It gives full information regarding the planet material
The aim, scope and present work are clearly mentioned by the authors and they given satisfied information.
The conclusion gives information regarding their work

The references given from the ancient scientific methods of identification and various research works done with
this plant.

No controversial matter discussed.
Accepted for publication.

Minor REVISION comments

11,036
In the Table 1 2.69

11.036 — kindly go through the table and correct the decimals.

Table 2 the values mentioned like this: 2,45. It should be like this: actually it mentioned the following like this yield (2.45
mg/g) . Kindly verify it and change it.

Optional/General comments

Accept 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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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