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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 
 

Italized  ‘In vitro , Zea mays and Carica papaya’ in the title. 
 
Recast the abstract to attract readers. 
 
The words highlighted in yellow were corrected. 
 
The words highlighted in green are to be verified. 
 
Remove the sentence in red in the introduction. Avoid redundancy.  
 
In the results, these concentrations were not seen 12.5 ml, 6.75 ml and 3.125 ml. 
Present the full result and thereafter extract the MICs and MCBs. 
 
The discussion is not harmonized. The author should work on the discussion to improve 
the readability of the work. The discussion is vague. Buck of the references in this section 
is not in accordance to the journals guideline. Stick to the guideline. 
 
The references are not in accordance to the journals’ guideline. 
 
Recast the conclusion. Conclude base on the findings of your study. 
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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