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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 o Extensive editing of English language and style required.

e The manuscript is not balanced.

e The authors say rat in some section, but the actual species used for experiments are mice, needs to be
rectified.

¢ In the acute toxicity studies section, it says various morphological and behavioral characters were
observed during the study clarify what does this mean.

e Inthe result section it says “antioxidant activity using in vitro models” but | don’t see anything about this
further in the methods or results clarify.

e For the in-silico analysis how did you arrive with the defined constituents to be tested quote the refences
for the same. Since | do see only general phytochemical analysis for the constituents, there is no specific
characterization of the phytoconstituents performed. Hence it would be good to list the references where
they have characterized the phytoconstituents for the selected plant.

o All the abbreviations should be defined at their first appearance in the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments e Check out for the spelling errors through out
Optional/General comments

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?
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