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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 
 

 
 
I am not convinced by the DNA extraction method in this manuscript. Authors have 
stated that centrifugation for a few minutes yielded the bacterial DNA, which is 
absolutely not sufficient to extract bacterial DNA from any sample. 
 

I’m sorry, there were some omissions in the submitted manuscript. 
Corrections has been made. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

Results are not presented smoothly; this needs a thorough re-writing. 

Tables are haphazardly inserted, with table captions improperly placed. 

Corrections has been made. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
See manuscript for other comments. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
There are no ethical issues. 
 

 


