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PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Yeah, the manuscript is very important for the scientific community in general and for those
that conduct scientific researches on antimicrobial potentials of different plants and their
products to treat the emerging microbial resistance against the currently using antibiotics and
other drugs.

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

Yes, of course, the title of the manuscript is suitable and sound full. The title given for the
manuscript is clear, concise and reflects the main theme of the finding.

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.

Off course, the abstract conveys the summarized message of the finding but it will better, if it
includes more justified background of the study.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

The manuscript is written in a scientific and correct way through coherent and consistent styles
and formats of the research guideline.

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

Yes, the references used for this manuscript are recent, relevant and sufficient and stated (in-
text citation and in the reference chapter) according to the guideline of the journal.

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

The English/language quality of the manuscript is very great and easy to understand by others
and could be scholarly communicated without any difficulty.

Optional/General comments

In the result and discussion part, the result of this finding should be more compared with other
studies conducted most recently on the area specifically on the antibacterial activity of the
herbal mixtures.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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