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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

There are many spelling and grammatical errors related to the usage of a, the, s, have/has
was/were in the article. These errors should be corrected by reviewing the entire article.

Incorrect Correct
Cauliflower have a very high-has a very high
is throws-throws
a light-light
reducing
the food-food
which protect-which protects
Countries has teremendous-Countries have tremendous
is able to-can
Greens was-Greens were
May sensitive-may be sensitive
100 ml of the distilled-100 ml of distilled
10%o0f extract-10%of the extract
Tris Hcl-Tris-HCI
the tube
using spectrophotometer-using the spectrophotometer
process are intervening with-process is intervening with

plants and vegetable source of foods-plants and vegetable sources of foods

compare with-compared with
as functional foof-as a functional food

When looking at the reference part, the references are old-dated and should be added by

updating a little more.

Optional/General comments

After all these corrections are made, the article can be published.

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’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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