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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Please see the attached PDF. It would be of great help to the author. I have 
marked and commented the specific mistakes I have found.  
 
There are many small mistakes to be corrected. Spaces missing and 
Scientific names not well written. 
 
The Abstract does not say anything about the plant, an intro is missing there. 
The identified compounds - or at least the classes of identified compounds - 
should be listed on the abstract, as well as the functional groups. Otherwise 
there is no result to show. 
 
No information about botanic material. Geographic coordinates are missing. 
Part of plant collected. How much material was collected? 
 
No information about solvent used on the extraction. No information about 
whether the extract was dried or not. 
On the conclusion a low antibiotic activity is mentioned although you didn’t 
really find any activity, according to your results. Please correct. 
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