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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. Please add the references to the methodology
section, to know which methodology you followed.
2. Apart from TLC, how will you know that extract
you extracted is only saponins. If saponins what type
of saponins based on phytochemical screening.

3. Please add the analytical data like IR, MASS
spectroscopy details of the total extract.

4. The methodology of extraction is not sufficient to
isolate only saponins, along with saponins, other
triterpenoidal moieties also will elute. Justify to say
that it is only saponins.

5. And which fraction you got saponins , whether
butanol or pet ether, clearly please mention

6. Atleast you have to add pyridine when your
separating the saponins from aqueous portion.

I had gone through the entire summary of this paper,
infact its a good trail by authors but clarity in
extraction and phytochemical analysis is missing and
proving that research work in this paper is not
focused in depth.

However this paper can be accepted as a short
communication. after add on photochemical
analysis.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Season of collection and processing of material should
be mentioned.

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




SDI Review Form 1.6

£X; - ’
L)
- \
GICIENCEODMAIN

SCIENCEDOMAIN international '

www.sciencedomain.org

-~

Optional /General comments

The researchers are strong in there invitro and invivo
analysis but utterly they failed to say strongly that the
extract is of only saponins.. if the process they followed is
the same as they stated , along with saponins there will
be many triterpenoidal moieties, atleast they have to
characterise the total extract atleast by IR. And there is
no use in seeing the synergy. As Antimicrobial screening
itself saying they are significant antimicrobials.. so
synergery will be present.
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