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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 
 

 
Dear Authors, congratulations on the study. 
I will be giving some suggestions to further improve the study. 
 
Abstract 
Correct: Keywords 
 
Introduction 
- aim chemical constituents (Qualitative & Quantitative), but in the introduction was 
only quantitative. 
 
Methods 
- Reference of Folin-Ciocalteau’s Reagent (FCR) method  
- "...the different kinds of literature as Wager, 1984; Odebiyi, 1978; Trease and 
Evans, 1987..." 
 
Results and Discussion 
Figures: Necessary is to explain the acronym below each graph. 

I think stranger results and discussion together. Check recommendations of the journal. 
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I liked the article, nice write. 
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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) 
 

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Karen Cordovil   

Department, University & Country Brazil 

  
  
 
 


