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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 
 

 
I would like to suggest: 

1. In the title of manuscript, you have mentioned clearly cytotoxic activity, 
 But in the methodology , there was no connection in the mentioned activity,  
 

2. What is the % yield of plant exudates (Ageratum conyzoides) after 24 hour, 72 
hours and 120 hours. 

3.  Please re-write the methodology with clarity  
 

 
The cytological procedure is shown in the methodology. 
 
The exudate refers to the same weight of weed debris extract, but after 
different soaking periods, so the percentage yield of exudate cannot be 
quantified. 
The method has been made clearer.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Discussion Part: 

1.  It is necessary to mention, what types of phenolic compounds presents in 
Ageratum conyzoides prevent plant growth.(Be specific)because phenolic 
compounds are having wider range of therapeutic activity. 

2. Need some clarity in the discussion part 
 

 
 
The phenolic compounds present in A. conyzoides have been indicated. 
 
The discussion has been made clearer. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Result and discussion part, need to be verify and required proper justification 
 
 

 
Result and discussion have been verified and reconciled. 

 
 

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 work. 
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