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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) 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.


	This gives an insight to substantiate the claims of these three plants ethnomedicinally for the treatment of microbial infections. It also gives a clearer picture as to which of the tested plants should selected for use, since they were properly compared statistically. Notwithstanding the test dose was quite high and hence information stemming out from this research might be misleading.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Preferably it should read "In-vitro antibacterial and Antifungal Activities of the stem bark extract and fractionsa of Warbugia. ugadensis, Prunus africana, and Albizia gummifera from Mt Kenya and Elgon Regions in Kenya"
	

	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.


	(a)The introduction part of the abstract is quite lengthy some parts should be deleted.
(b) The methodology in the abstract should include the proper extraction employed cold maceration followed by liquid liquid partitioning using solvents in the increasing order of polarity.
(c) The concentration of extract used for the antimicrobial susceptibility testing was not indicated.
(d) Phytochemical screening was not indicated and neither were the secondary metabolites contained  linked to the antimicrobial activity of the methanolic extracts.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Satisfactory 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No mention was made of Articles or scholarly materials published in the last five years
	

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


	Satisfactory 
	

	Optional/General comments


	(a) The weight of the plant material extracted was not indicated neither was the concentration of the methanol used for the extraction of the stem bark initially in the methodology.
(b) The concentration used for the antimicrobial testing 500mg/ml is rather high it may be suitable for humans but toxic to micro organisms since they are very small. A concentration in the range of 10 - 80 mg/ml isore appropriate. Also no Minimum bacteridal concentration testing was carried  out most especially since an MIC was done. The former gives a deeper insight with regards to the antimicrobial ability of the tested fractions or extracts to kill or inhibit the growth of the microorganisms tested.
(c) The specific class/type of glycoside tested for was not stated.
(d) Grammatically the second sentence and the first under the headings plant collection collection and identification and statistical analysis  should read, "Botanical identification was .... " and "... the n-hexane fraction of the stem bark extract..."
(e) It would be more appropriate for the heading plant collection and identification to be stated as plant identification and collection because plants are only collected after proper identification 
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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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