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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. Over all the manuscript is badly written. Author should improve writing 

skill  
2. Clear Rationale for the Study.  
3. Phytochemical screening about this plant is already available in literature so 

no need to add this basic things. You can mention this by putting citation. 
4. 2.5.7 Pharmocognostic evaluation of synthesized copper 

nanoparticles 
Determination of antifungal activity: 
The above highlighted potion mention in your manuscript is not clear. 
Which type of pharmacognostical parameters  were evaluated. 

5. Add some more discussion. 
6. Mention the size of nanoparticles in TEM photo. 
7. Sorry to regret this manuscript  will not accepted in this form 

 

 
1. The authors have read and consented to reviewer’s comment. All 

changes are highlighted. 
2. The authors have read and consented to reviewer’s comment. All 

changes are highlighted. 
3. The authors have read and consented to reviewer’s comment. All 

changes are highlighted (Line 124). 
4. The authors have read and consented to reviewer’s comment. All 

changes are highlighted. 
5. The authors have read and consented to reviewer’s comment. All 

changes are highlighted. 
6. Seen in the TEM photo below, there is scale bar: 100nm. 
7. The authors have read and consented to reviewer’s comment. We 

expect you'll reconsider. 
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