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General comment:  
 

The manuscript ( MS)presented some useful information about the mineral 
composition, anti-microbial activity and anti-nutrient screening of Cleome 
gynandra, however, the result about the mineral composition is hardly to 
understand. For example, the MS claims only presence of Ca, Fe, Mg and 
Na, but absence of Cu, Mn, Zn in the leaf and root of  Cleome gynandra. 
Cu, Mn and Zn are the minerals necessary to known plant species, and 
logically they should be present, more or less in any known plants. For 
instance, the Cleome gynandra is rich of PPOs which are Cu2+-containing 
enzymes. 
Secondly, the way of “Results” presenting is hardly seen in the scientific 
journals. 
Therefore, the ms is not suggested to be accepted for publishing in 
BJAST. 
 

 

Specific comments:  P8 Line 191: hard to understand what in ( ). 
Lack one space between number and unit, such as P5 Line 101, 
105, 111, 117, 119 … 

 

Title and abstract OK  

Introduction  OK  

Review of literature (Heading 
may differ in the case of 
review paper) 

OK  

Materials & methods 
(Heading may differ in the 
case of review paper) 

Poor  

Results & discussion 
(Heading may differ in the 
case of review paper) 

The results were poorly presented, and in particular hard to believe. 
The discussion didn’t address the key issues such as why absence 
of Cu, Mn and Zn 

 

Conclusion  Based on disputable  results  
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