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	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 



	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.
	The study has evaluated the phytochemical and antioxidant characteristics of polyherbal developed from the common medicinal plants.
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	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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I have suggested for proper title.


	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
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	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
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	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
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	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	The work has been carried out as per scientific lines.  However, the methodology for phytochemical qualitative and quantitative part not mentioned and not having relevant citations.  The standard drug Ascorbic acid has been used with very high concentration level, that is not required as per the references.  All the results / values have to be rechecked and verified, before proceeding further, to overcome calculation errors if any.
You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.


	


	PART  3: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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:

Thamizh Selvam N, NARIP, India
Page 2 of 2
V180326


