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PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this
part.

This work is of utmost importance to the scientific community
because the work is based on an ethnomedicinally important
plant, Flemingia vestita. It explains the phytochemical
properties of the root-tuber extract. It also modulates the effect
on the Estrous Cycle in albino mice using Geinstein.

Thank you for the positive
feedback.

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

yes Ok

Is the manuscript scientifically,
correct? Please write here.

yes

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

yes Ok

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

yes

Optional/General comments

Critical examination of the paper reveals that the paper is written
in a clear understandable scientific language and the authors
has taken immense efforts to generate the data and prepare this
paper.

The results are presented in the form of tables, pictures, Thank you for the positive
description, graphs, and necessary statistical methods are

applied wherever necessary. The results of the study are good feedback.
and critical observations have been made by the students.
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