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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)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The study brings out the medicinal and nutitional values of the plants in question, however it also highlights the toxicity of medicinal plants under study. This study is also vital as it shows qualitatively some of major phytochemicals such as tannins, flavonoids, saponins, phlabotannin, anthraquinone, resin, Terpenoid and glycosides that maybe responsible for the therapeutic potential.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	An Investigation of the Phytoconstituents, Cytotoxicity and Proximate Analysis of Detarium microcarpum, Echinacea angustifolia DC and Sassafras albidum growing in Kashere, Gombe State – Nigeria
	

	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.

	· The abstract looks in order, however, a line or two of conclusion will not hurt.
· Secondly, to make work more discouvarable key terms such as Detarium microcarpum, Echinacea angustifolia DC and Sassafras albidum maybe included in keywords.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	· Yes.


	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	· The article address the various medicinal use of the plants
· The article clearly outlines the steps to arrive at results, it outlines a clear step by step methodology from extraction to point analysis that seem reproducible.
· The article has provided clear citations in most cases
· 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	· The references are recent.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	
· The article has suitable easy to understand English. 



	

	Optional/General comments

	
1. The references have a different font size and font itself, this must be harmonized.
2. In line 5 of the introduction, the author cites the world  Health Organization (WHO) but does not providea reference for the same at end of the page. 

Revision as listed above especially by addition of a few lines of conclusion on abstract, providing reference for in texted words from the WHO in line 5 of introduction.
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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)
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