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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

In the Abstract you have mentioned fresh extract showed higher sensitivity than
ethanol extract, the results not authentic. You should add literature in support to
your results.

1. The abstract states the
findings of our study where we
found the fresh extract to be
more potent than ethanol

2) Inthe last part of Introduction you have mentioned ethnic vegetables already extract.
used in traditional treatment, it should be focused clearly in this section. 2. Table 1 summarises the use
of ethnic plant samples in
3) In Introduction experimental aims and objectives should be drawn clearly. traditional medicine.
3. Another paragraph has been
4) In the Materials and Methods, the procedure of ethanol extract should be written | added to clarify the aims and
clearly. objectives.
4. Necessary changes has
5) In the manuscript grammatical mistake should be checked. been made.
5. Checked properly.
6) Table 3. Title of the table should be rewrite. 6. Done as recommended.
7. Segmented barplot has been
7) Table 3. Both in fresh extract and ethanol extract, treatment should be same and | added.
statistical analysis should be added. 8. No photos were taken during
the study.
8) As the antimicrobial sensitivity was tested using disc diffusion method, the 9.Changes have been made.
picture of tested disc should be added.
9) Conclusion should be more precise and clear and conclusion should be drawn
focusing the findings regarding aims and objectives of the experiment.
Minor REVISION comments 10) The Manuscript should be rearranged following scientific manuscript writing 10. Changes have been made.

style.

Optional/General comments

As per the guideline of editorial office we follow VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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