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1. Start species name in the topic with lowercase and italicize the scientific name. 
2. In the third line of background in abstract section, make corrections for study.  
3. In the last sentence of background in abstract section, italicize the scientific name. 

Make such corrections throughout the manuscript (there are many in discussion). 
4. Put comma after study in the first line of materials and methods in abstract section. 
5. In the third line of materials and methods in abstract section, it should be 

bactericidal. 
6. Add respectively at the end of results section of abstract. 
7. Rephrase the second sentence of introduction. 
8. In the seventh line of introduction, it should be organism. 
9. In the eighth line of introduction, remove resistant and put MRSA with in 
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10. Rephrase the sentence in line 11 of introduction. 
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12. Put comma after plants in the fifth line of fourth paragraph of introduction. 
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14. In the section 2.3, it should be 37°C. 
15. In the section 2.5, it should be McFarland. Make corrections throughout. 
16. Single sentence cannot be a paragraph. Manage such in section 2.6 and 

throughout the manuscript. 
17. Use was for have been in the fifth paragraph of section 2.6. 
18. In the result section, table must be cited. Make corrections. 
19. It should be antibiotic in the last sentence of third paragraph of discussion. 
20. Remove 'in' from start of the sentence in the third line of sixth paragraph of 

discussion. 
21. In the first sentence of eighth paragraph of discussion, add comma after et al. 
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