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	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
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	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	NA
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	Article Title
The title of article is very preliminary, it must be modified as applied.
Abstract
OK
Introduction
It must be revised grammatically and latest review information must be incorporated because most of the citations are quite old. So need thorough revision as per recommendation
Materials and Methods
The plant material collected must be authenticated and there is need to mention its voucher No. from some authentic source.
Proper extraction method of the plant material with reference must be added
The plant extracts and vitamin C used in the experiment must be in uniform concentrations
Whole section needs grammatical revision
Results and Discussion
Results described are very preliminary
Discussion must be strengthened with at least 10 more latest ciataions.
Discussion and conclusion sections must be separated
References
Most of the references are outdated, need intensive revision.
Proper format of the reference section must be followed.
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