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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 
 

In antibacterial methodology which reference did you use? It is described only MIC test, but 
in results we have antibacterial in disk. 
You should use a statistical test to compare differences between samples and standards, 
with this you can say if it is significant and if your sample has some activity. 
In results and discussion you must compare samples results with standards in all tests 
(DPPH, superoxide and antibacterial).  
 
 

Reference for Methodology is included in the Manuscript. 
 In the present work MIC is not studied. Inserted by mistake and the 
corresponding sentence is deleted in the manuscript. i.e. The value of the 
minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) was taken as the lowest concentration 
of the compound that showed prominent inhibition of bacterial growth after a 

24 h incubation at 37°C.  

In the revised manuscript statistical tests used to compare between 
samples and standards,  
In results and discussion samples results were compared with 
standards in DPPH, superoxide and antibacterial assays.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

In abstract: it is photochemical constituents? It is interesting to insert some antioxidants 
results. 
Different subsections should be used in the abstract, like recommended in authors 
guideline 
In figures 1 and 2 you should mention source and reference inside the text. Information 
beside figures must be inside the text.  

Antioxidants results included in Abstract Section. 
 
 
Abstract modified as per authors guideline. 
 
Information beside figures inserted as text.  
 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 


