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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

Minor REVISION comments 1. Why the roots, stems, stem barks and peels
were sun dried, though these may lost
secondary metabolites

2. What the meaning of deeply present saponins
in qualitative analysis, as this term has no
connection with quantity

3. Add the name of the author before reference in
line 63.

1. It was to make sure that there would be nogrowth of fungi which might lead to the decay ofthese parts. Secondly, Some researchers do ovendry, hence, sun drying was thought to be rightbecause the moisture present in the plantswould dry faster by this process.2. We suggest that it would be better to removethat since it makes no meaning.3. Ok.
Optional/General comments


