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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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript provides a natural plant source which shows the antibacterial activity when applied on textiles. The scientific community may further investigate the reasons for the antibacterial activity, diverse applications of the plant extracts on the fabric with durability aspect as well.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	NO, Title can be modified. Few suggestive titles are-
a) Antibacterial activity of Mesquite(Prospuisjuliflora)extract and its application on cotton

b) Application of Mesquite(Prospuisjuliflora) extract on cotton fabric for antibacterial activity

c) Inhibition of bacterial growth on cotton fabric using Mesquite(Prospuisjuliflora) extracts
	

	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 of the manuscript should be more comprehensive. It should add the statistically data of the findings with the objective of the research. The research gap filled during the research conducted should also be highlighted in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	The references are very old. Many studies have been conducted on antimicrobial activity of aqueous plant extracts in recent 3-5 years. Hence references should be revised. Few suggestive refrences are as follows-
a) Massey, S., & Mehtab, S. (2023). Sustainable development of essential oils coated antimicrobial cellulosic fabric. Bulgarian Chemical Communications, Volume 55, Special Issue A (pp. 170-176). DOI: 10.34049/bcc.55.A.0026
b) Tejaswi, D.S. and Massey, S. (2024). Microencapsulation in textile finishing. The Science World. Vol 4(9):3625-3631

	

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


	The English language should be more technical. There are also grammatical errors.

	

	Optional/Generalcomments


	1. The plant extracts from different parts of the plant (stem, leaves etc) are obtained in the study but the antibacterial activity of each plant part is missing which is a serious lacuna The results of the above data should be presented in form of table or graph so that comparative analysis can be done.antibacterial activity at optimized is not indicated in the manuscript.
2. The research did not showcased the optimized parameters for extraction of aqueous extracts (concentration/temp/time etc.). This should be included to give the technical results.

3.  The paper should have good quality photographs of agar plates with bacterial growth or other lab related pictures of bacterial growth experiments.
4. More intensive and technical methodology is required in the manuscript.

5. Graphs can be prepared to showcase the data presented in Tables.

6. The research gap that why only two strains of bacteria are taken is also not well defined. So, research design, variables and research gap should be included in the manuscript.

7. The chemistry part i.e. the components present in the extracts responsible for antibacterial activity is not supported by any of the review. This should be included.

8. Conclusion does not strongly conclude the findings along with the application part and appears very weak. It should be rewritten with strong conclusive remarks.
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	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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