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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 In general the manuscript " Phytochemical analysis and anti-diabetic potential of
Annova Muricata, Persea Americana and Montrichardia Arborescens utilized by the
residents of Pakuri (St. Cuthbert’s Mission) in Guyana "is good. All the corrections have been checked and corrections done accordingly.

I recommend a few modification.
- Double check the English.
- I would recommend to reformulate the following part: “sampling procedure” to
make an impact on the reader.You need to ad details about the exact quantity and
concentration, and also about the temperature and conditions were the plants were
dried.
- Please recheck the References order and format.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
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