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 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 

 

The section under introduction should be reviewed. 

Line 17-factual background 

Line 30-statement of problem and poposed solution 

Line 41- literature review. (all these are guidelines of 

what is expected under the introduction section and 

not as points or subheadings) 

Line 17 – eaten should be replaced with consumed 

Line 78 what Method was used in isolation of the 

bacteria 

Was there no botanical authentication of the plant ? 

 Results should be separated from discussion for 

clarity 

Line 146- hot; was the aqueous extract used under a 

hot condition? 

Line 183. The heading is inappropriate 

 

Introduction has been reviewed. 

 
 
The word has been deleted from reviewed 
Introduction. 
Done (Lines 62-69) 
 
 
Done (Lines 58-59) 
 
SDI guidelines put Results and Discussion together, 
so I have separated them by writing the discussions 
under each Table. 
 
It was extracted using boiling water. However, I 
have decided to delete ‘hot’  (Lines 139 and 200) 
 
The heading is modified (Line 173) 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
Grammatical corrections to be done :Preposition 
use, Punctuation ,Spelling,Misspelled 
words,Enhancement,Word Choice,Style,Improper 
formatting,Passive voice use 

All errors have been corrected. 
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