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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 
 

 
 

Give reason to opt GC-MS analysis for the determination of phytochemical constituents 
 
 

 
Thank you for This. GC-MS is the preferred standard for forensic 
identification; it is very sensitive and can detect analytes at very low 
concentrations up to part per billion.  It is also the preferred machine in 
terms of costs and operation. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Abstract : Study design should be mentioned 
Check grammatical mistake  
Check citation format of the journal and make necessary changes 
Conclusion may be rewrite concisely  
 
 

 
 
The study design is experimental and analytical. 
Thank you for the observation, the English has been corrected. 
Citation format was corrected. 
The Conclusion was rewritten.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Introduction: Background  information to undertake the investigation is concisely described   
Materials and Method: Followed standard procedures  
Result and Discussion: The results are properly presented and substantiated the data with 
earlier reports in same line.  
Conclusion: It should be rewrite and restricted in two or three sentence  
 
 

 
 
 
 
Thank you. The Conclusion was rewritten and restricted to three 
sentences. 

 
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. 
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