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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

2. lIs thetitle 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 is important for scientific community

Antibacterial Potential of Annona muricata Leaf Extract: A Promising Natural Source for
Novel Antimicrobial Therapies

The abstract of the article provides a comprehensive overview of the study. It includes
the aims of the research, the methodology used, the results obtained, and a conclusion
summarizing the findings. The abstract highlights the significant antibacterial activity of
the ethyl acetate extract from Annona muricata leaves against multiple bacterial strains.
It also mentions the phytochemical analysis identifying bioactive compounds and
suggests the potential of this extract as a natural and effective alternative for developing
antimicrobial therapies. Overall, the abstract provides a clear and concise summary of
the study. Author need to add the obtained inhibition zone, MIC, and MBC range values

The subsections and structure of the manuscript appear to be appropriate. The
manuscript follows a logical flow, starting with an introduction that provides
background information on the topic. The author shoul add some detail of the materials
and methods used in the study. The results section is presenting the findings of the
antibacterial activity of the Annona muricata extract and the determination of minimum
inhibitory concentration (MIC) and minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC). The
author should discuss the result more comprehensive. Overall, the manuscript follows a
standard scientific structure and effectively presents the research findings.

The manuscript is scientifically correct

The references are not enough to provide information

Minor REVISION comments

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

The English language is acceptable

Optional/General comments
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