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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 check your grammar and format. 
2) Add more discussion and properly arrange your results. I recommend you to 

arrange your results and description in the same page. It will be more clear to 
reader. 

 
The grammar and format have been improved. Please accept with the 
existing arrangement that separate results and descriptions on separate 
pages.  
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Optional/General comments 

 
 

1) This paper should be accepted for publish with some modification on title. The title 
should include words of optimization due to the stated objectives. 

2) This paper consist a broad information of Tinospora crispa and specifically focus 
on phytochemical content (Syringin), which I considered as a good topic to be 
studied and good information to be shared to other researcher. 

 

 
 
 
Please accept with an existing title that also covers on optimization matters. 
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