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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
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The manuscript highkughys one of the major issues being faced presently,
antibiotic resistance. The results are good and | have few suggestions for the
authors.

1. Remove laboratory name and address from abstract. Add in methods.

2. Give absorbance range and wavelength used for standardisation of bacterial
culture for antimicrobial analysis.

3. Remove bold from text, apart from headings.

4. 1think, gel electrophoresis is a very common technique, so authors can use
concise methodology there. No need of details.

5. The authors need to reframe their tables for a layman to be able to understand
the findings clearly. Keep the test on one axis and results on the other. Having
tests as both row and column is a bit tricky to catch.

6. Provide representative images of disc diffusion test.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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