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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

Discussion still weak; it should be deepened. Especially, the antibacterial activity of Antidesma bunius should be investigated.
Otherwise, authors should look for whether Antidesma bunius has or not an antibacterial activity in other studies?
Also, authors should underline if the herein study is the only one which demonstrate the cytotoxic activity of Antidesma bunius.

Minor REVISION comments

Abstract

In line 8, remove the following words : “and its ethyl acetate, N-hexane, dichloromethanepartitionate”.

In line 12, remove “standard or” and replace it by “a”.

In line 13, remove “here”.

Make these changes in the following sentence: “The n-hexane soluble fraction exhibited the highest inhibition against microbial growth
especially against E.coli DH5« by having a zone of inhibition of 19 mm”.

In line 27, write “A. bunius,” in italic.

Introduction
In line 36, remove “are plants that”
At the end of introduction, authors should add a sentence to highlight the aim of the herein study.

Material and methods

In line 52, change “was” by “were”.

In line 57, remove “or this technique was applied for the determination of cytotoxic activity of the plant
extracts”

In lines 58 and 65, change “extractives” by “extracts”.

In line 67, add a space between “of” and “Jahangirnagar”

In line 70, add an “a” between “as” and “positive”.

In line 70, change “extract” by “extracts”

Results and discussion

In line 70, make the following changes: “In the present study, the cytotoxicity and the antibacterial activities of Antidesma bunius were
described.

In line 82, remove “Results of the”.

In line 83, add “was tested” in front of “using”.

Cite figures 1, 2, 3,4 and 5 in line 88.

In line 106, remove “ranged from 0 mm to 19 mm”

In line 110 and 114, remove “having zone of inhibition ranged from 0 mm to 17 111 mm
Authors should add a footnote under table 1.

In line 125, remove “having zone of inhibition ranged from 0 mm to 126 19 mm”

In line 133, do not write “plant” in italic.

References list

Authors should write the names of all the cited journals in abbreviation.

The references 10 and 12 are not complete.

Authors should revise the reference number 23. It's not well written : “Hossain MS, Hossain MA, Islam R, Alam AH, Kudrat-e-Zahan, Sarkar S
,Farooque MA. 195 Antimicrobial and cytotoxic activities of 2-aminobenzoic acid and 2-aminophenol and their coordination complexes with
Magnesium (Mg- Il). Pak J Bio Sci 2004;7:25-7.”

Abbreviations should be written after key words

e Recommended and necessary corrections
have been made.

e There were some mistakes in values in the
result part, which have been corrected.

e We did some change in the serial of the
author names.

e We tried to rewrite according to your
review.

e Thanks for your patience reading.

Optional/General comments

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

Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20
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