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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

The manuscript focuses on an important issue. However, some
corrections and explanations are necessary.

Line 55: It is important to mention that the country is Nigeria.

The organization of the methods to be revised, as well as subtitles.
Line 59: The authors mention that the bacteria are of the microbiology
department. They were standardized (ATCC) were isolated and local
sources? It is important to clarify, because microbial resistance varies
depending on the strain used.

[ suggest replacing the title "Preparation of the Extracts" (line 62) to
"Preparation of the Extracts to Phytochemical Analysis".

Delete content between lines 80 and 86. Add the name of the
manufacturer of the culture medium and mention that this was
prepared according to the manufacturer's instructions.

Describe how the wells were made on the surface of nutrient agar
plates.

Rewrite this item (lines 89-96) to better understand the text. What
was the number of replicates performed (n)? How many wells per
plate were made?

What was the number of replicates performed for the determination of
MIC (n)? At this stage of the study, the authors viewed culture medium
was turbid when the extract was added? Some precipitate occurred?
Line 105: The authors say "diluted to give a final concentration of cell
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per mL" What did they mean by that?

Results: When the authors say that the tannin content is 24%, this
quantity is related to the dry weight? Or fresh leaf? When the extract
was obtained, the authors used fresh leaves. The water content does
not affect this percentage?

The formatting of the tables need to be improved.

Discussion:

The discussion is extensive, but the results were little explored. It is
important to review the content of the discussion and focus on the
bacteria used in the study.

Some parts are unnecessary.

It is necessary to revise the language of the entire manuscript.
What is the opinion of the authors on the results, if the leaves of
Annona senegalensis were obtained in another region or other
growing conditions?

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments

Note: Anonymous Reviewer

Created by: EA

Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




