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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Lines 2 and 3 Antibacterial Activity of the Methanolic 

Extract of  -  add the and this should be single space 

 

Lines 6, 7 and 8 The two sentences are the same, it was 

said in another sentence in the next one.  

Line 12  In the present is aimed – this can be improved to 

the present study aimed to carry out the antibacterial 

properties of the methanolic extract  - the was added 

 

 

Lines 13-15 the crude methanolic extract of Hibiscus 

sabdariffa leaves and fruits showed better antibacterial 

activity against gram negative bacteria compared to gram 

positive bacteria -  remove than and compare should be 

past sentence 

 

Line 17 the conclusion is a repetition of lines 13 to 15 

this can be deleted. 

 

Line 21 Keywords should not be all CAPS 

 

Line 49 However . . . biological activities reported – 

remove are 

 

Line 55 authenticated by botanist (Fig1) the figure 

should be placed below not at the end of the article 

 

Line 66 The methanoilc extracts obtained – remove as 

above 
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Line 69 Tests for alkaloids 

 

Line 70 1. Dragendorff’s test – this should already be 

numbered as 1 because this is a test for alkaloids 

Line 71 2. Wagner’s test 

Line 74 3. Mayer’s test 

Line 76 4. Hager’s test  

 Line 191 and fruits should better antibacterial activity 

against gram negative bacteria  - remove than compared 

to 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

References  in most of the international journals I have 

Peer Reviewed numbers are used in the citation in the 

text and references at the end. 

In this paper no citations were made in the text, which is 

important  

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

A rare plant showed antibacterial property which will 

contribute to the discovery of possible antibiotics to 

solve the problem resistance of bacteria to the present 

antibiotics 
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