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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
The Terminalia avicennioides bark power was used against mice infected with the
protozoan parasite: Plasmodium berghei (PB). The alkaloids i.e. Pancratium,
acridone, etc have antiplasmodial activities against the protozoan parasite (PB). The
author should highlight in the manuscript which alkaloids of the Terminalia barks
are responsible for the antiplasmodial effects against the PB. The barks are dead
parts of the trees. The age relationship of the tree barks on the antiplasmodial
effects against the PB should mentioned in the manuscript.

T. avicennioides bark powder was used as crude, the active
phytochemical will be experimented, since we confirmed the
antiplasmodial activity of the plant species, further research will be done
to ascertain the active components of the plant, it might be saponin,
alkaloid, flavonoid, terpenes or phytochemicals. The plants with which
we collected the bark were old enough (full group plant or forest).

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’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)
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