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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 
 

Methodology is very poor rewrite. For antimicrobial study of any products is 
important more methods for testing. About honey exist hundred manuscript and 
author just cited only 19. For scientific community is important information about 
properties of honey not only locality. I don’t agree if is so easy we can start in world 
use honey as natural product and don’t need antibiotics for illness. In world exist 
methods how testing microorganisms with method and also how we ned test 
antibiotics. Authors didn’t write methodology about identification of bacterial strains 
some biochemical which is not right, any molecular or another method.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Only small formal mistakes. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Very poor write.  
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