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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments » Link between paragraph one and two (there is no great sequence between the two » Ok, effected all the corrections
paragraphs ie line 42 and the first part of the introduction. Reread the introductory
part and try to make it more cohesive and more fluid throughout the reading.
» State the full meaning of (S. Aureusi) then subsequently, you can abbreviate.
» For the plant specimen, a specimen number should be mentioned if available.
» State the room temperature.
» Leave space before mentioning of the unit eg 2000ml be replaced with 2000 mL
etc
Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments » The authors did the work with interesting manner. The work done by this plant is » Thank you. The revised version of the manuscript was elaborately
good, but further it needs to explore more elaborately. discussed.
» A very good study but work on the grammatical/spelling errors as well as the
referencing. » All the grammatical and spelling errors was corrected.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? > No
Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




