Authors’ response to reviewer comments
We thank the reviewer for the constructive comments which will indeed improve the quality of the manuscript. The grammatical and other corrections indicated by the reviewer in the manuscript have been corrected. In addition, the changes that have been made have been highlighted in red colour.
		Reviewer comments
	Response to the reviewer

	Pls elaborate on objective of review and major findings in the abstract.
	As per the advice of the reviewer, the objective of this review as well as the major findings have been included in the abstract.

	State in the abstract that this is a review.
	It has been included that it is a review.

	Figures and photos not included.

	We are not sure whether the reviewer received the figures and photos. The figures were submitted as separate files to the Journal.

	[bookmark: _GoBack]If possible, present data in table form, comparing the major components of the extracts from the plants and their benefits and how they are used traditionally. Major groups of phytochemicals found in the different plants can be compared in tables, making comparisons between the plants much easier. As such the review is rather difficult to digest since it is not easy to make comparisons when everything is in words located in different paragraphs. 
	As advised, tables have been included wherever the data could be aggregated for comparison among the different plants. (Tables I and II)

	Presenting major finding in tables and graphics should reduce the length of the paper.

	Wherever possible, tables have been included. However, the properties of different plants have still been retained under the individual plant heading.

	Focus should be on Malaysian papers as the title suggest.

	As advised, more articles have been included based on Malaysian studies.

	Research trends in Malaysia?
Research focus in Malaysia?

	This has been included in the conclusion section.
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