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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

The manuscript is scientifically written in poor English. The authors should pay
more attention on scientific writing when presenting their findings in a manuscript.
Specially the abstract is written very poorly and contains lot of grammatical errors.

The authors should clearly emphasize that extracts prepared from Anabaena
circinalis were used for the antimicrobial assay.

The authors have determined the total phenolic content but its relevance to the
antimicrobial activity has not clearly mentioned.

All the references should be in the same format.
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