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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

Minor REVISION comments

Dear author,

1- The scientific name of the plant in the title and the aim in the abstract.

The first letter in the species of the scientific name of the plant should be written in small
2- Explanation the abbreviation (MTT).

3- Mentioning the type of statistical tests the have been applied in the study.

4- addition of more explanations in the discussion section, for example: the activity of the
antioxidant activity is may due to the .........

letter (gangeticus). Whereas the first letter in the genus in capital letter as you have written.

Optional/General comments

1- It is preferred that the (extract preparation section) is before the (total phenolic content
determination section).

2- The relation between your results and the plant components.
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