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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

1. Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?
(Please write a few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Isthe abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of

additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Conducting preliminary research is crucial to extract bioactive compounds from various plants.
Although no specific endemic or rare plant has been studied yet, the results presented in the
manuscript suggest that these plants should be given more attention.

Phytochemical screening and antimicrobial activity of four Cameroonian medicinal plant extracts
against bacterial and fungal strains causing skin lesions.

Need to improve. The English language needs to be checked.

Too lengthy. Looks like prepared for a dissertation/thesis. The methodology needs to be more
concise.

All tests were conducted scientifically but require a scientific write-up.

Experimental methodology references from the 1960s need to be replaced with more recent
sources.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Need to improve

Optional/General comments

Abstract:

1. Background need to highlight the purpose of the study.

2. In the objective, it is enough to mention antimicrobial activity. There is no need to mention
antibacterial and antifungal activities again.

3. In Methods, not necessary to mention reference strain Numbers.

4. Try to avoid parathas () in abstract

Keywords:
1. Two keywords separately: Secondary metabolites and primary metabolites.

Introduction:

1. "When mentioning the name of an organism in a manuscript, write the full name for the first time
and then use the short form for any further references. For example, use "Escherichia coli" for the
first mention and then use "E. coli" for any repetitions."

2. The studied plants were well known for their antimicrobial activities but no literature was provided
in the introduction.

Methodology:
1. Remove the phrase "consisted of drugs" from the text as it should not be mentioned without
proper testing.
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of the various plant extracts
3. Preparation of extracts: 10% of water solvent? Explain.

correct percentage?
5. Infusion procedure:

2. Delete the heading: Determination of the qualitative and quantitative phytochemical compositions

4. Maceration procedure: above 10% solvent mentioned but in the procedure 50/50. Which is the

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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