Editor's Comment:

My decision is based on the following:

My main interest focused on the Originality Report and the Special Query. In the reply to the editor, the
authors say: “The aspect of the work | am publishing has not been published before....” | checked and
read the paper published in Malaysian Journal of Microbiology (from Originality Report). Unfortunately, |
found that the main idea is almost the same.

Meanwhile, there are 12 references exactly the same in this manuscript compared to the published paper
and some of the data was also the same.

So there is no novelty in this manuscript which results in only 33 lines, 441 words in Results and
Discussion.

Another major concern is how to interpret the data, for example, in Table 3 and 4 the inhibition zone value
ranges from 500 to 8000 mm (0.5 to 8 meter?

Author’s Feedback

The work published in Malaysian Journal of Microbiology was on the antifungaleffect of phytocompounds
e.g tannins extracted from the plant while this present work is the antifungal effects of fractions from the
plant.

Table 3 and 4 is not zone of inhibition but rather results for minimum inhibitory concentration and the unit
is ug/ml.



