
Editor’s Comment:   

1.    There are several contradictions.  For example authors claim “reduction more than five 
logarithmic orders” and in the same time “reduction rate of 99.13%” which is only two orders… May 
be this is because of poor language thus: 

2.     The language (description) is very poor, often not scientific, not clear and not concise, thus very 
difficult to review. Before accepting the paper must be corrected by native speaker, specialist in the 
field. This is general problem of the ms which I deal with. Please consider sending the ms to 
professional editors.  

 

Author Feedback:  
 
1.    There are several contradictions.  For example authors claim “reduction more than five logarithmic 
orders” and in the same time “reduction rate of 99.13%” which is only two orders… May be this is 
because of poor language thus: 

 

PLEASE READ THE MANUSCRIPT PROPERLY. You have to differentiate the count reduction and the 
antimicrobial activity. 

 

2. we have paid a native reader for this paper. If you can point what is wrong exactly, we would gain time.  

  


