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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
General 
Revision, however if the revision is poor, the decision is rejection 
 
Individual 
Lines 28,30 S. aureus is in italic. 
 
Within Introduction, please clarify what the originality of your study is. 
 
Lines 58 to 65, did you validate what the percentage of the yield of water extraction?  
According to line 162 6.2% b y H2O extraction and this yield will increase with the use of 
hydrophobic solvent such as MeOH, EtOH, acetone cited Quy et al.  
 
Line 160, 200 in vitro is in italic. 
 
Table II the extraction of almond with water, if the extraction solvent will be more 
hydrophobic solvent, the yield will be greater? So why did you study only water extraction 
cited Quy et al using water, MeOH, EtOH, acetone? 
According to Line 162 yield was 6.36%, so why did you try to study with different 
hydrophobic solvents? Is this paper for trace analysis of Yete et al (2015) and Quy et al 
and Stalikas and Akerele? 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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