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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 
 

 
 
Antimicrobial data not statistically analysed 
Concentration of plant extract not mentioned 
Ciprofloxacin control concentration not mentioned 
Why the author has selected few gram-negative bacteria alone for 
antibacterial activity (both MBC and MIC) 
Author should justify in MIC of different extract no variation in result. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
MIC and MBC values are not usually analysed statistically as literature has 
reviewed so far. 
The values recorded are the various concentrations of the extract used. 
The few gram negative bacteria were selected because of the traditional use 
of the plant, i.e the plant is used for treating human typhoid hence the 
selection of S. Typhi. Pseudomonas aeruginosa was selected on the basis 
that it is inherently resistant to antimicrobial agents and the S. Typhimurium 
was for further animal studies of the extract. 
 
Work on stem extract has not been documented in literature. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

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) 
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