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I have reviewed the manuscript objectively and made the following recommendations 

1. The LD 50 and phytochemical screening should come in the method section of the abstract first before the in vivo

study.

2. An identification number for the plant is required to back up this claim.

3. Write the sex of the animals.

4. All the tables need to be formatted using the ‘Table object’ function in your word processing program.

5. What is the sign for "not detected" in Table 1?

6. The experimental groups should be written in sentence form in the results section.

7. State limitations and propose further studies.

8. If more than one reference is to be given to the same sentence, the references should be given in chronological order

(from past to present).
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