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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments 1. As you wrote that Cathelicidin-PR1 is an important resource for the development of
new anti-infection drugs give examples.
2. Formatting is necessary
3. Reference should be given at experimental method
4. Add recent data of referencing
5. Give details correlation of experimental assay in present work in conclusion.
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PART 2:

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)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

Reviewer Details:

Name: Mohini Chetan Kuchekar

Department, University & Country Pune University, India

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




