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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 
 

 
 

1. Title: It is recommended to write "selected Nigerian species" instead of "some 
Nigerian species" 
  
2. Abstract:  
  
• Please include place and duration of the study as well as methodology. The 
most important parts of this research should be briefly and clearly indicated.  
• In the sentence specifying the highest yield in methanol extracts please 
include 0.96 %. 
 
3. Introduction: 
  
• Since specific paragraphs from “Results and discussion” section need to be 
moved to the Introduction, this section needs to be significantly shortened. 
Please include only most important facts related to the topic of the article.  
• In the end of this section, explain the aim of the research in one to two 
sentences. 
4. Material and Methods:  
 
• Please include place and duration of the study for example: “The study was 
conducted between 
stating when and where. 
• It is not enough to state how all reagents are analytical grade. Please include 
the names of the  
manufacturers. 
• In the section “Determination of alkaloid content” please correct the first 
sentence. Instead “The  
alkaloid content was determined using the gravimetric method of [16].” please 
write “The alkaloid content was determined using the gravimetric method by 
Harborne [16]”. Please do the same in first sentence in section “Determination 
of phytate content”.  

• In section “Determination of oxalate content” please mark the equation with the 
number [1]. 

 
5. Results and discussion:  
  
• In the first paragraph of this section instead “Methanol (95%) maintained 
highest yields..” better term would be “was the most suitable”.  
• The second paragraph in this section starting with “The solvents are all…” 
should be shortened. 
Include aqueous mixtures of specific solvents in brackets without constant 
repetition. For example: 
ethanol (70, 80, 95%), methanol (70, 80%) etc.  
• In this section it is only necessary to present the results and discuss them. 
 
3.2.1. Alkaloid 
  
• Please remove the last paragraph beginning from “The presence of alkaloids in 
plants…” It doesn’t 
belong in Results and discussion section. You can move it to the Introduction 
section but select the 

The authors appreciate the reviewer’s comments and have carefully 
attended to them accordingly: 
1. This recommendation has been effected. 
 
 
2.  
 
This recommendation has been effected. 
 
 
 
 
 
3. 
The sections of the manuscript that were previously under RESULTS AND 
DISCUSSION have been moved to the INTRODUCTION part as 
recommended. 
 
The aim of the research was also briefly included at the end of the 
introduction 
 
4.  
 
The place and duration of the study has been included as recommended.  
 
This recommendation has been attended to.  
 
 
 
This correction has been corrected.  
 
 
 
 
 
This has been effected.  
 
5.  
 
This correction has been effected. 
 
 
 
 
This correction has been duly effected.  
 
 
 
 
The section has been moved to the INTRODUCTION part of the 
manuscript as recommended. 
 
 



 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

most important facts.  
 
3.2.2. Oxalate 
  
• Please remove the last paragraph beginning from “The oxalic acid content of 
vegetables…”. It doesn’t 
belong in this section. You can remove it to Introduction but select the most 
important facts.  
 
3.2.3. Saponin 

 
 

• Please remove the last paragraph beginning from “Saponins possess 
carbohydrate…”. It can be also 
placed in Introduction section but select the most important facts.  
 
3.2.4. Phytate 
  
• The last two paragraphs in this section should also be placed in Introduction. It 
needs to be 
significantly shortened and mention only the most important facts.  
 
3.3. Phytochemical composition of cooked spice-treated food extracts 
  
• Last two sentences from this paragraph also belong to Introduction. Please 
remove it. 
• Table 3.  - N.D. - it may be more appropriate “not detected” instead “not 
determined” 
• Below all Tables, all text should be with superscript lowercase letters 
according to Guidelines for authors. 

 
 

 
The section has been moved to the INTRODUCTION part of the 
manuscript as recommended. 
 
 
This recommendation has been attended to. 
 
 
The section has been moved to the INTRODUCTION part of the 
manuscript as recommended. 
 
 
 
This recommendation has been attended to.  
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
• The text has a lot of typos that need to be retyped. Although the text is understandable, some  
sentences are unclear and grammatically incorrect and authors need to check it with a 
professional.  
• Please refer to Guideline for Authors to correct certain parts of the text that do not comply 
with the  
instructions. 
 

 
 
The authors have read through the manuscript over again and effected 
corrections on the grammatical and typographical errors. 
 
 
This has been done.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The research is interesting, informative and fits the scope of the journal. There are specific 
areas that should be 
corrected before suitable for publication. 
 

 
The authors have corrected the highlighted areas and believe that the 
manuscript is now suitable for publication. 

 
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) 
 
 

 
There are no ethical issues in this manuscript.  
 

 


