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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 
 

The paper “The phytochemical and antimicrobial 
potential of the crude extract of Brideliaferruginea 
and its extracellular biosynthesized silver 
nanoparticles” is of general interest but need some 
revisions: 
1.- Major English revision is required; several 
grammatical errors can be found in all manuscript. 
2.- The author, in a kindly manner, need consider the 
change of title: The phytochemical and antimicrobial 
potential of the crude extract of Brideliaferruginea and 
the extracellular biosynthesis of silver nanoparticles 
3.- The authors, kindly, check the units, for example 
said: 100 mls, 200 ml, 72 hrs, 100 l, must be: 100 mL, 
200 mL, 72 h, 100 L, check in all manuscript. 
4.- The line 142 said: reduction of the AgNO3 to Ag+, is 
it correct is a reduction process must be of the AgNO3 
to Ag0. The authors need check the manuscript. 
5.- The authors need to review the FTIR assignments, 
the value 2360 correspond to CO2 instead of CH. 
6.- The authors need check the references; some 
references have another format. 

 
 
The title has been changed 
 
The units has been corrected throughout the 
manuscripts and were highlighted yellow 
 
 
Line 142  and 298 - Ag+ has been changed to 
Ago 

 

 LINE 294 – It was CH 
 
 
Line 448, 458, 463, 470, 514- The references 
has been corrected 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments   
 


