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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. Discussion should be elaborated by comparing the results of the present study with 
some recent research works in the similar field. (Highlighted portion no.6) 
2.  In both Figure 1 & 2, graph is plotted against concentration vs percentage of inhibition, 
but the unit of concentration can never be in μL, it represents volume. The unit of 
concentration should be μg/L or μg/ μL etc. (Please see highlighted portion no. 4 & 5) 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Author should be careful about Scientific names. All names should be in italics and put 
capital letters in the genus name (Please see the highlighted portion no. 1 & 6). 
2. Author should put appropriate superscripts and subscripts in the chemical formula as 
highlighted in no. 2. 
3.  Amount can not be written in μL, it should be ‘volume’. (please see highlighted portion 
no. 3) 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Overall content is good, but the Author has done lots of careless mistakes. The Author is advised 
to rectify all those mistakes and resubmit the paper. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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