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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 

 

 

In Plant material collection and identification. 
The authors have to include the Vouchers 
number. 
 
In  3.2. Antisickling activity. 
Line 154 and 155 said:  …  Uapaca heudelotii), 
80% (for organic acids extract of Uapaca heudelotii), 
68% (for anthocyanins extract of Gardenia 
ternifolia) and 72% (for organic acids extract of 
Gardenia ternifolia) as it can be seen on the figure 2…. 
Has to say : …  U. heudelotii), 80% (for organic acids 
extract of U. heudelotii), 68% (for anthocyanins extract 
of G. ternifolia) and 72% (for organic acids extract of G. 
ternifolia) as it can be seen on the figure 2…. 
 
Line 209 and 211 said: …. Staphylococcus 
aureus is the bacteria ….. 
Has to say: ... S.aureus is the bacteria ….. 
 
The title of Table 1 should be at the top of the 
table. 
 

The agar diffusion method is a qualitative test 
only indicates whether there is activity, so you 
cannot discuss bacterial sensitivity. I think it 
would be appropriate to speak only the 
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percentage of activity (average number of 
strains that showed inhibition zones) 

Minor REVISION comments 
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