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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 
 

1. I suggest the modification of the topic to ‘The Effect of aerosols on the air 
microflora of the indoor air’. 

2. The manuscript is too lengthy. It should be concise and direct with the 
information intact. Consider removing some subheadings highlighted in the 
Materials and Method. Its not a dissertation or thesis but a report. 

3. Consistency in the use of Mobil…. Your abstract said mobile. 
4. Also, the names of the microorganisms are not properly spelt and arranged. 

Please consider doing the needful. Space should be between the genus and 
the species and then italic.  

5. Line 32. Use comma instead of semi colon. 
6. Line 91. The numerous objectives are not necessary. State the justification of 

the work and statement of the problem in a concise manner.  
7. You did not specify how long the plates were exposed to the air before 

spraying the insecticides and air fresheners. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Just make all the necessary corrections.  

Optional/General comments 
 

A good manuscript.   
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 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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