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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.


	The manuscript is of moderate importance because it only addresses the use of plant extracts, which are common therapeutic alternatives in traditional medicine, but does not employ modern methods such as the green synthesis of nanoparticles from these extracts and studying their effect against antibiotic-resistant bacteria.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Biophytum reinwardtii extracts as promising alternative agents against pathogenic bacteria.  
	

	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 article summary is comprehensive, but it contains some linguistic errors
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, but it would have been better if the author had not stated that the research aimed to find therapeutic alternatives for antibiotic-resistant bacteria, as he used susceptible reference strains. Instead, he should have used clinical isolates of antibiotic-resistant pathogenic bacteria, with these reference isolates serving as controls, or used antibiotic-resistant reference isolates. Therefore, I suggest deleting the word "antibiotic resistance" and changing the title to "Biophytum reinwardtii extracts as promising alternative agents against pathogenic bacteria."
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, but they are not recent enough. Most of them were published before 2020 2020, and the researcher should update them as much as possible.
	

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


	Yes,  the manuscript language/quality of English is suitable for scientific communication, but it needs proofreading because it has many grammatical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the results chapter, the researcher explained the study of the effectiveness of the extracts against several types of bacteria, but in the tables only one bacteria appeared, which is Pseudomonas aeruginosa (ATCC 27853) !!.
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