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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract –  

 Make in the format – design, location of study, result, conclusion 
 Many sentences and grammar to be rechecked 
  

Introduction –  
 Few spelling correction and italicize only required bacterial names and not groups. 
 References given should be numbered 

 
Material and methods –  

 Check the method of I dilution preparation and media used for microbiological 
analysis. 

 Proper reference is required for microbiological analysis. 
 References given should be numbered 
 Proper statistical analysis may be introduced with statistics.  

 
Result and Discussion – 

 Both result and discussion can be combined 
 Give reason why done during 2 months – Aug. and Nov. at least mention seasonal 

type 
 Correct the Fig. numbers in the result and discussion section 
 References should be numbered. 
 Proper sentence formation is required. 
 In graphs clear the internal grid lines 
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 Should be numbered as presented in Introduction, methods and discussion 
sections 

Abstract has been modified 
 
Grammatical error has been removed 
 
Corrected as per the instruction 
 
Method part has been modified 
 
Result and discussion part have been upgraded 
 
 
All the in-text references have been numbered and reference list has been 
updated 
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Corrections are shown in note box which are required to be considered 
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