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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 
 

 
Very long Introduction, give the essential elements 
How did-you obtain this result? No statistical analysis? It must be described in Material and 
Method 
 
Look like interesting result, but the Material and Method and statistical analysis must be 
described and the discussion must be documented. 
 

1) Introduction reduced. 
2) Results and discussion elaborated. 
3) Medicinal aspect of the plant added. 
4) No of Accessions studied reduced to 10 from 15. 

 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
No working in this topic from  2012? 2013?  2014? 2015? 2016? 2017?  2018? 2019? And 
2020? 
Please the discussion could be documented by some references from 2012 to 2020! 
 

This wobegan only in 2015-2018.till after that workinng on another Ph.D 
objective of antimicrobial activities. 
Discussion elaborateted in the resent Manuscript.   

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
 
 

 
No there are no ethical issues in this work  
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