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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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)

	Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

(Please write few sentences regarding this manuscript to justify your answer)
	Yes, it provides knowledge on phytochemicals which are essential in utilization of medicinal plants.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?


	Yes, but the research gap is not elaborate enough. The title and objective outlined in the abstract are not matching. The author to review and harmonize the title and objective to avoid confusion. The author is mentioning phytochemicals but in the abstract the author states two phytochemicals while the interest of study from the results are more than two)
The scientific names in the abstract and the document to be write in italic.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes
	

	Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

(Please write few sentences regarding this manuscript to justify your answer)


	Yes. Its is write I a scientific manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.


	The references are sufficient but not recent. The author to provide recent references if available.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes

	

	Optional/General comments


	The author to provide abbreviations in full.
The author to write scientific names in italic where applicableS.

The author to provide information on specimen (plant) identification.

The author to check word spacing in the document.

The author to check on subscripts use in chemical formulas 

The author to refer to figures using the specific figure numbers e.g. In the above figure 5.1. instead of using in the above figure.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	Dennis Jack Opwoko

	Department, University & Country
	Mount Kenya University, Kenya


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 1.8 (02-07-2024)

