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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 
 

Similar work is known in the literature, see the following paper, hence the novelty level of 
this work is low 
World Journal of Pharmaceutical Research 2016, 5, 1153-1161 
However, the Cu complex was not explored in the previous study and hence the current 
work may be published after some revision 
The above mentioned paper must be cited and commented in the text, please highlight the 
novelty and importance of your work with respect to the previous work. What advantages 
your work has?  
Antimicrobial assay: the concentration of standard compound, test ligand and complexes 
used must be mentioned.  Why only two strains were used?   
Conclusion: rewrite the sentence as “…..all metal complexes show better antibacterial 
activity than ligand.” 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The source of Escherichia coli (E. coli) and Bacillus Cereus (B. cereus) strains should be mentioned 
in the experimental section.  

 

Optional/General comments 
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 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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