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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. Rephrase the topic like - Comparative Studies on Effectiveness of Branded 

and Unbranded Disinfectants on E. coli and Staphylococcus species instead 

of Comparative Studies on Effectiveness Of Branded And Unbranded         

Disinfectants On on E. coli and Staphylococcus species. 

2. Line 21, start citing the reference from number 1 in the text. Refer to the 

manuscript guideline of the journal. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Always start sentence with the uppercase letter. Manage it in the abstract section 
and maintain throughout the manuscript (like in line 192). 

2. Rephrase the first sentence of the study design. 
3. Remove Sample from the place and duration of study. 
4. The first sentence of results in the abstract seems incomplete. Rephrase it. 
5. In the result section and throughout the manuscript 'Salvon' is used. Make 

corrections because it must be Savlon. 
6. Line 75, it should be Voges–Proskauer. 
7. Line 93, try some other word form done. 
8. Line 139, use uppercase letter to start writing caption of the table. Maintain 

throughout. 
9. Line 171, use from between ranging and minor. 
10. Line 190, write the name of author who performed the work before parenthesis. 
11. Line 206, try have instead of has. 
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PART  2:  
 

 

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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