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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Abstract  
Many TYPOGRAPHIC ERROR .Change highlighted portion, change 9cfu100/ml with 
correct value 
 
Methodology 
 
Methodology language should be  reframed  scintifically  
Add références in methodology. 
No need to write METHODOLOGY : SPECTROPHOTOMETER 
 
Result and Discussion  
Reframe sentences in first paragraph in scitific manner. 
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