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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.Title of the paper need revision, may be as “Phytochemical screening of five 
important plants” 
2. Anti oxidant activity of the plants is not included in the paper. 
3. There is no study report of the investigator about inhibitory potential of five plants 
in this paper. 
4. “Without a study how the author can assume that these plants have 
Antileishmanial activity”. 
5. Title of the study  and results are mismatching . 
 
 

 
1. Done to reflect the study 
2. Information in anti-oxidant acivity is not included in the document and 

removed from the title 
3. No inhibitory effect was done and therefore removed from the title 
4. The authors are investigating presence of some compounds that have 

previsouly been confirmed to have anti-leishmanial activity 
5. Title is revised accordingly. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Please change the key words, abstract, introduction, results  based on new title  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


