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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Proximate Composition

plant. If not, make it clear to the reader
- Intable 3 put what ND means in the legend

- Ocimum gratissimum: is not in italics like the other scientific names

- Specify in Table 1, Table 2 and table 3 if the results shown are for 100g of the

Minor REVISION comments
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Well-written article, with clear and objective language, which brings up a very important
topic on plant composition for popular use.
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