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Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The manuscript was important and well written and makes good contribution to the field. . Unique
study done .

e Explaination regarding the Greenwayoden- dronsuaveolens aqueous, hydroethanolic &
ethanolic Extracts preparation, theirivitro antioxidant activity , anti-inflammatory activity was
well explained and described in the study.

¢ Methodology section has provided more comprehensive description of the procedures and
rationale.

e The results section has showed explicit explanations for better understanding

e The literature review has included sufficient recent studies and provided a thorough context for
the study.

e The conclusions are supported by the data findings.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

The title of the article is informative and appropriate

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

The abstract of the article is brief.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

The subsections & structure and appropriate

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

References are sufficient
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