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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) Supportive figures and graphs relevant to research work should be incorporated.
2) Tabular data should be more systematically explained.
3) Font size of entire manuscript should be same.

4) Abbreviations used should be stated before Introduction

This has been corrected with respect to Table 4
This has been addressed

Font size has been harmonized

Abbreviations have been defined

PwbdE

Minor REVISION comments

Minor mistakes in matter written under heading Preparation of the hydro-ethanolic
crude extracts (Page no. 4) (Eg.: Tap water instead of Tape water, Electric Grinding
Mill instead of Electric Grinding Mile, Whattman Paper instead of Whatman paper

etc)

Corrections accepted and have been made in manuscript
1. Tap water
2. Electric Grinding Mill
3. Whattman Paper

Optional/General comments

References should be included from mainly last 5 years onwards (i.e. 2018 onwards)

| am sorry, only articles that were consulted are cited in this manuscript.
Secondly if we have to look for new articles of 2028 upward, this will distort
and take this manuscript out of context. Hence | prefer we maintain the
manuscript as it is.

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)

No ethical issues here
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