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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 
 

1) In materials and methods, the author gave the references on how he carried 
out the phytochemical screening. and also explained the quantitative 
phytochemical screening of flavoniod and total phenolics compounds, but 
presented the results of only qualitative phytochemical screening, hence 
table of quantitative phytochemical screening is needed 
 

2) In material and methods, the author should state  how antioxidant activity 
and inhibitory potential were determined,  
 

3) In results, the author presented the table of qualitative phytochemical 
screening, these tests cannot tell exactly the type of phytochemicals present 
in the plant. For example the author gave the structure of ephedrine as the 
alkaloid present, this result is false because there are many alkaloids present 
in the plant, and the test carried out cannot reveal the exact phytochemical 
present. Hence I strongly suggest that fig 1 should be remove 
 

4) In results and discussion, the author did not give the results and discussion 
of antioxidant activity and inhibitory potentials of the five plant extracts. 
Hence it should be included 
 

References;  
1) All in-text references should follow journal numbering format. Between [18] 

and [19] there are four (4) references which does not follow the journal 
numbering format. And they are not in the references list. 

2) Reference 10 removes capital letters in journal title. 
3) Check punctuations in all the references and make sure that they follow the 

journal format.  
 

1. Included 
 
 
 
 
2. Anti-oxidant activity was not measured during the study 
 
 
3. The diagrams in Figure 1 present the most common phytochemicals 
present during screening test. 
 
 
 
 
4. The anti-oxidant activity and inhibitory potential was not measured during 
the study. The study aimed at determing the phytochemical present and 
during later studies determine which of the purified product has 
antileishmanial activity. 
 
References 
Revised accordingly 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1) Title of the figure should be below the figure  
 

 
Done  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript should be accepted based on the following conditions. 

1) If all the major corrections are effected 
2) WERE the major corrections cannot be corrected, especially the methods, results 

and discussion of antioxidant activity and inhibitory potentials of the five 
plant extracts, then author should change the title of the manuscript to  
 
“ phytochemical screening of five selected medicinal plants in Kenya” 

 
1. Done 
2. Corrected to reflect the study 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


