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Compulsory REVISION comments Abstract part: Because “diabetes” and “malaria” are not related to bacterial infection | What prompt me to carry out this study, was because, my people used this
at all, we do not support the use of this plant. plant locally to treat malaria, fever, diabetes and so on (by boiling the leaves
Method part: The authors should state the origin of the bacteria used in the study. and take the extract). So, am just suggesting the use of the plant in the
The authors should not decide MICs of this plant by a complex disc method, but formulation of new drugs.

decide MICs by liquid dilution method.
Results and Discussion part: The results are inexperienced in comparison with past | The toxicity of this plant is when it’s in high concentration
literature. Although this plant is known to have strong toxicity to humans (PMID
16078200)(PMID 17017523)(PMID 10440304), its contents are not described at all. The
authors should provide evidence that this plant can be used for humans. Also, it is

not necessary to show the contents of the same result in both the table and the Noted
figure.
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