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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. Abstract – In the results part, line 4, MIC values were 50 and 100 to be changed as 

MIC values were 50 and 100 mg/ml. 

2. Introduction – Line 5, the date palm tree……..Arabs and Muslims in the world to be 

removed since it is not important in the present study. Importance of the present 

study is not clear. There is no objectives and hypothesis included in the 

Introduction part.  

3. Results – Begin the sentence with “The methanol extract……., delete (Figure 2) 

showed that, generally,  

4. Results - There is no no mean±SD or mean±SEM for standard chloramphenicol.  

5. Figure 2 is to be removed. Since it is an exact reflection of Table 1 and 2. 

6. Include conclusion. There is no conclusion in the manuscript. 
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his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


