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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 is of great significance to the scientific community because it deals with the critical problem of antimicrobial resistance by examining the use of plants in herbal medicine for oral pathogens
	

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

	The title is generally suitable. However, it could be refined for conciseness and precision.

“Evaluating the Antimicrobial Effects of Phyllanthus Emblica, Terminalia Chebula, and Eucalyptus Globulus Extracts Against Oral Pathogens"
	

	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 is largely comprehensive, but it could be improved for greater clarity
Suggested Improvements:
Minor Grammar Clarity Tweaks
· Replace "could be potentially used treatment of dental carries" → "could potentially be used in the treatment of dental caries."
· "The most susceptible bacteria was S. aureus" → "S. aureus was the most susceptible bacterium."

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall
	

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

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

	he language/English quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but it contains grammatical errors, awkward phrasing.
Example :
· ✖ "could be potentially used treatment of dental carries"
→ Correct: "could potentially be used in the treatment of dental caries."

· ✖ "Denal Caries" (in Keywords) → "Dental Caries"
· ✖ "Terminalia Chebula And Eucalyptus Globulus" (title case in Keywords) → "Terminalia chebula and Eucalyptus globulus"




	

	Optional/General comments
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	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? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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