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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

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. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Malaria is the actual problem from all population of the Earth. Many reasons we know. One of
this is the bacterial resistance. Scientences are finding the new ways to the treatment of
malaria. The authors have done a good job of expanding knowledge in this field

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

In my opinion, the title of the manuscript is absolutely appropriate for the submitted text and |
have no alternative

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.

Yes, the abstract is absolutely comprehensive. | want say about abstract:
-should correction of all bacteria and fungi names (according to their classification)
-should correct shtamms bacteria and fungi in all article parts. Ones are not same, but must be.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

The structure is right for the article in my mind

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

This article is interesting and actual by the purposes. As the scientific side, article is absolutely
correct and understanding. We can see big work of authors command.

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

The references are old for my mind. The youngest reference is 2020. Only 1 from 34.

Minor REVISION comments

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

The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications

Optional/General comments

Names of bacteria and fungi (italics)

They must have name of sources (pure culture or hospital). If pure — their number for
identification.

In every parts we can see different bacteria and fungi in the investigation

| have the question about Fe (1) and its salt as a Fe (I). Are authors changes Fe valency. |
didn’t find any inform about this.

Article absolutely without statistic, sub sample, their numbers

Fig.3 has partically sub names. Every spectra should have own same name

Old references
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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