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Reviewer’'s comment
Artificial Intelligence (Al) 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.

The antibacterial and cytotoxic properties of several organic extractives of Diospyros mespiliformis
leaves are highlighted in this study. The extracts brought out a brawny safety profile by successfully
inhibiting clinically relevant pathogens, including P. aeruginosa, E. faecalis, and S. aureus, while
demonstrating low damning effects towards different categories of hepatocytic cell lines. Moreover, the
identification of minimum inhibitory concentrations (MICs) of the plant extracts is momentous. In the era
of antibiotic resistance, these findings could lead to a new approach to antibiotic treatment.

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

The context is appropriate for the title. Additionally, it may have a catchier title like
"Exploring the Antimicrobial and Cytotoxic Properties of different Organic Extractives of Diospyros
mespiliformis Leaves: Prospects for Future Wound Care"

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.

Although the abstract of this article is comprehensive, it requires further refinement. It is inevitable to
make goals and relevance clear in the context of drug discovery, antimicrobial resistance and
cytotoxicity studies. The authors should mention whether the results are statistically significant or not.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.

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

Indeed, the references are adequate and current.

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

Despite being appropriate for scholarly communications, the article's language and English quality
might be enhanced by using excellent academic writing practices.

Optional/General comments

The authors should go into more depth to highlight the study's distinctiveness.
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