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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript explores a relevant and timely topic that contributes meaningfully to the current scientific literature. The study addresses a clear research question and applies appropriate methods to investigate it. Its findings may open new avenues for further exploration and practical applications, especially in the context of [insert topic, e.g., traditional medicine, drug development, antimicrobial screening]. Such work adds valuable knowledge to the field and supports the evidence base for future studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It is specific, informative, and draws attention to the core focus of the study.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract covers the aim, methodology, and key findings, but could be improved by including specific data values or numerical outcomes that reflect the significance of the results. Adding 1–2 sentences to clarify the broader implications of the work would strengthen its impact. The conclusion could also be more assertive in emphasizing the study’s contribution to the field.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. The methods are valid and appropriate for the objectives of the study. The results are well-documented and the discussion is adequately supported by references. However, minor clarifications in the statistical interpretation and consistency in data presentation would enhance the overall clarity and robustness of the manuscript.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references cited are relevant and support the discussion well. But , the inclusion of more recent publications (from the last 3–5 years) would strengthen the manuscript’s relevance.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	The English is generally understandable, but there are several grammatical and structural errors throughout the manuscript. A detailed language edit or professional proofreading is recommended to ensure the text meets the standard for scholarly publication.


	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript holds promise and can contribute to the field once a few areas are refined. Enhancing the abstract, ensuring consistency in data reporting, improving the language quality, and updating the references will significantly increase its suitability for publica
	














	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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