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General comment:  
 

The paper is very interesting, quite well written with adequate references.  
 

 

Specific comments:  The material part is too weak. Indeed you used only one assay without replication of the 
measures, so that your conclusions are not valid enough to be published at this stage. 
 

 

Title and abstract You have done your work in Crude extracts only. Not in bioactive compounds. So, you 
should be changing your title. 
 

 

Introduction  There is no details about  the selected plants 
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Add some more antioxidant assays. For Eg. Reducing power assay, Hydrogen peroxide 
assay etc. It will be strength and helpful for publish your article.  
 
Include qualitative phytochemical screening in your methodology part.  
 
Try to separate or extract the crude phytocompounds from fresh plant materials 
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