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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community as it provides scientific knowledge about the traditional medicinal use of D. tripetala having an antiinflammatory property. This information can help the scientific community to discover and develop new drug compounds that can help in healing diseases. Such drug compounds as an alternative medicine have minimal side effects compared to allopathic medicine.
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	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Abstract could be shorter. It is trivial to mention about the ethical clearance in the abstract section. This information “Isolated compounds, including quercetin, vitexin, and docosanoic - nonacosyl ester acid were carried out using spectroscopic methods” seems incomplete. If the above mentioned sentence highlights any usage of methodology, then it should be placed before the results.
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