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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

I have just reviewed this manuscript.  In this work, the researchers investigated Indigofera pulchra, 
Aristolochia albida and Andrographis paniculata leave extract phenolics against the activity of Naja 
nigricollis and Echis ocellatus snake venoms.  It is an interesting study, and the results are convincing 
and novel.  Moreover, the researchers successfully demonstrated their results, which are also in line 
with previous studies that the authors quoted in the discussion section.  I also appreciate that the 
discussion was separated from the results, as it would have been hard to follow otherwise.  The 
manuscript is overall well written, and I recommend the publication of this manuscript only after the 
following (minor) concerns are considered: 
 

 Figure 1a and 2b have to be modified.  The resolution is very poor. 

 Several grammar errors have to be corrected. I suggest that the authors run a grammar check 
for the entire manuscript. 
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