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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

1.

Dear authors,

The manuscript seems to be original and is well presented and
organized. The described experiments were properly planned and
executed. The results are presented in a clear way, and
compared with the findings of other researchers.

Check the queries below:

Materials and Methods. What was the number of fresh
and stored samples? All the reagents used in the study
should be mentioned in this section with their details
(concentration, purity, etc).

Table 1. Azadirachta indica showed incidence of a large
number of fungi while in Plantano ovata only A. niger was
observed. Is there any explanation for that behavior?
Please mention in the manuscript.

As methods of storage and prevailing environmental
conditions affect the production of fungi, a table with
mycoflora associated with stored samples should be
introduced in the manuscript, in order to enhance the
comparison between fresh and stored samples.

Does the results in Table 2 refer to both fresh and stored
samples? Please confirm and mention in the manuscript.

The results in Table 3 refer only to the stored samples?
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6. Page 1, line 18 and page 4, line 179. Twenty eight (28%).
Please correct.

7. Analysis procedures for the natural occurrence of
mycotoxin contamination should be explained in the
manuscript.

8. AFB1 was not detected in Azadirachta indica in Table 3,
while in Table 2 in Azadirachta indica ~20% toxigenic
isolates with 0.4-13.8ug/ml toxin production were
estimated. Please explain this difference.

9. From the mycotoxins studied only Aflatoxins were
quantitatively estimated. It would be interesting in the
future if the authors could quantify all mycotoxins
contaminating these medicinal plants with HPLC methods
or even with a multimycotoxin analysis using LC-MS/MS.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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