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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 
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Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

 
Abstract: 

Format your abstract in accordance with SDI journals. 

Include the results of extraction and phytochemical analysis at the beginning of 

your abstract. 
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Materials and methods 
Line 123: 2.4.7. insert 'of' after activities 

Tables: 

Create table for phytochemical analyses and it should be designated Table 1. 

Discussion: 

Your discussion should begin with the findings of phytochemical analyses. Correlate 

your found phytochemical components with other studies on the same plant and 

also relate their findings to your subject matter. 

Line 229: delete Table 2, instead use 'this study' 

Reference: 

The citations in line 201 and 202 (16, 25 and 26) stands for what? Your result or the 

results of others? Please indicate whether these citations are in consonant with 

your inference or contrary!! 

Your references are not consistent. Format them in accordance with the journal you 

intend to publish. (Download and have a look at SDI journal template) 

Minor REVISION 

comments 
 

CSE is not a standard abbreviation. Thus, CSE should be written in full in all 
places it appear and if needed it should be in bracket. 
 
Add more details on discussion part such as; 
� other plant extracts that showed the same or similar phytochemical 

components and their relation as antioxidants with hepatoprotective 
properties. 

� Your distinctive point for further experiment. 
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