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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 

 
These results could serve as a scientific base for the 

therapeutic use of Crasula ovata species. There were 

revealed the literature data with information 

concerning their antibiotic activity correlated with 

chemical composition.  

        

 But the paper could   require some corrections such 

as:   

 

- First in the paper more recent articles should 

be cited, the majority had more than ten 

years. Standardization of the references. 

-  It must be improved English language, there 

are some misspellings in the text. 

- Renaming subsections (Material and methods, 

Results, Discussion), without Capters, 

Literature review and Recommendations. 

 Conclusions must be rebuilt clearly and concretely, 

specifying the concrete results obtained by authors. 

 

 

I agree, but there is no much information 
about this particular plant, hence the old 
dated reference. 
Misspelling corrected 
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