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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Overall impression 
The article is poorly written, major improvement is required. 
Any acronym (DPPH, FRAP, TBA and HPLC) must be written in full for the first time. 
many grammatical errors in the paper.  
Reduce spacing between the title of the sub-section and its content (apply it in the whole 
document). 
Unnecessary spacing between paragraphs. 
 
Abstract  
This sentence must be reformulated “Nevertheless, so far the knowledge on its extraction 
procedures towards producing standardized”. 
 
Introduction   
Reformulate “The promising in …research” and “The kinds …and etc”. 
Make the introduction more concise. 
The objectives of the study should be included at the end the introduction. 
 
Methodology and results  
For the sub-section title Tinospora crispa should not be abbreviated  
Section 2.11.3.4 does not exist… 
The equation must be numbered and written properly. 
Check your units. 
Is Syringin appearing at 16.22 ± 0.057 at any temperature (25-100) in TCAE? 
 
Discussion  
Improve the writing. 
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Figures can be reduced and put in portrait.  
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