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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 
 

• Provide the photographic evidence for Zone of inhibition. 

• Provide the probable mechanism involved in the 
antimicrobial activity of Emilia pratermissa Leaf Extract. 

• Provide a discussion to substantiate the differences in 
antimicrobial activity of hot, cold and methanolic leaf 
extract. 

• Does the antibacterial activity of leaf extract is Gram-
positive or Gram-negative specific or species specific?  

• Provide appropriate discussion for increased antifungal 
activity in Aspergillus sp. When compared to Candida sp.  

Noted. 
 
Noted. Inputted  as appropriate 
 
Noted. Inputted as appropriate. 
 
From the result. It is species specific. 
Noted. Correction made. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

• Rectify the spelling mistakes like “INTRODUTION”, 
“technigue (Section 2.5). 

• What is the concentration of fluconazole? In the manuscript 
it is specified as 50ml/ml. 

Noted. 
 
Correction made as appropriate. Thank 
you for taking your time to review my 
manuscript.  
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