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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 
 

 
In abstract, “reagents were bought from Sigma Chemicals Co.” 
 
Make fonts consistent 
 
In description of inhibition assay, state the concentration(s) of aspirin used 
 
oC should be 

o
C  (superscript) 

 
ml should be mL, always capital L for liter 
 
What pH was pH adjusted to? 
 
Can a better explanation be given of why the aspirin concentration increases with 
leaf extract concentration also increases? 
 
In the Figure captions, a, b, c, and d are defined. What does it mean for ‘ab’, ‘abc’ 
and ‘abcd’, shown above error bars, please explain in the caption 
 
Conclusion does not refer back to the Figures as far as the stated conclusion 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The writing is good as far as English usage.  
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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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