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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 offers valuable insight into the use of traditional medicinal plants as anti-virulence agents against Staphylococcus aureus. By highlighting significant inhibition of biofilm formation, the study presents a promising alternative approach to managing bacterial pathogenicity beyond conventional antibiotics. The work effectively integrates ethnomedicinal knowledge with modern microbiological research and provides a strong basis for future mechanistic and translational studies.
	

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

	Yes, the title is generally suitable, clear, and scientifically appropriate. 
	

	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.

	I suggest a few minor improvements to enhance clarity and completeness:
1. Explicitly state the study aim in one clear sentence at the beginning (e.g., evaluating anti-virulence effects rather than bactericidal activity).
2. Briefly mention the experimental approach (in vitro assays) to contextualize the findings for readers outside the field.
3. Clarify the significance of biofilm inhibition by emphasizing its relevance to pathogenicity and antibiotic resistance.
4. Consider removing or softening numerical details that are not essential for an abstract, keeping the focus on biological relevance rather than exact percentages.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	A few points should be noted for scientific rigor:
· The study is limited to a single reference strain of Staphylococcus aureus, which may restrict the generalizability of the findings.
· The absence of MIC/MBC determination and molecular or mechanistic validation means that the results should be interpreted primarily as exploratory and anti-virulence rather than definitive antibacterial evidence.
· Some observed effects, particularly growth modulation, are modest and should be discussed cautiously.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Recent plant-derived antibiofilm research has expanded rapidly, and including a few up-to-date studies can increase the manuscript’s scientific grounding and demonstrate awareness of the latest developments.
	

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

	
The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are understandable and generally suitable for scholarly communication.



	

	Optional/General comments

	



	















	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)

For completeness and best publishing practice, the authors may consider explicitly stating that no ethical approval was required for this study, as it involved only bacterial cultures and in vitro assays.
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