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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	Yes, it is important to the scientific community, but some corrections are needed in the manuscript.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it's appropriate as a title.
	

	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.


	- Lack of Context on Herbal Drug Selection: The abstract mentions specific herbal drugs but does not explain why these were chosen. Ambiguous Results Statement: The results mention "various nucleotide substitutions" but do not specify whether these mutations had a significant functional impact. Conclusion Needs Refinement: The phrase "herbal drugs treated conditions exhibits a stressed condition that promote the alteration of genes" is unclear and should be reworded to clearly state that herbal drug exposure may induce mutations in resistance genes. Keywords Include Typos: "Plamid" should be "Plasmid."


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	- Improve grammar and structure to ensure clarity. Provide a brief rationale for choosing the herbal drugs. Clarify whether the observed mutations are likely to contribute to resistance. Revise the conclusion to more clearly convey the study’s implications. Correct typos in keywords.

- Some herbal drugs are referred to inconsistently (e.g., "Ruzu bitters" and "new hope herbal mixture [Ruz]"—is "Ruz" the same as "Ruzu bitters"?).

- Lack of Justification for Drug Concentrations: The rationale for the dilution series (100%, 50%, 25%, 12.5%, and 6.25%) is not explained.

- PCR and Electrophoresis Details Need Clarification:

The primer sequences should be accompanied by references or justification.It is unclear whether the gel electrophoresis bands were quantified.

- Sequencing Methodology Could Be Expanded: While sequencing is mentioned, details on the sequencing depth, quality control, and reference database used for alignment should be included.

- Data Analysis Is Minimal: No statistical methods are mentioned to assess the significance of observed mutations. The manuscript states that experiments were done in duplicate but does not indicate how variability was assessed.
- Lack of Figure Legends: Figures lack clear legends that describe experimental conditions, making them difficult to interpret. (As mentioned in the research paper).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	- Inconsistencies in Citation Formatting: Some references use full journal names, while others use abbreviations (e.g., Pharmaceuticals vs. JPMA). In some cases, the authors' names are formatted differently. 

- Missing Details and Incorrect Years: Reference "Orokor et al., 2025" seems to have a future publication year, which is likely incorrect. Some citations include improper punctuations, such as "Salam et., al 2023" (should be "Salam et al., 2023").


	

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


	- Grammar and Clarity Issues: The abstract contains awkward phrasing and grammatical errors that hinder readability. For example, "Consumption of herbal products end up interacting..." should be reworded for clarity.


	

	Optional/General comments


	- Improve clarity in reporting experimental design and results.

- Strengthen the discussion by linking observed mutations to functional changes in resistance.

 -Ensure consistency in terminology and formatting.
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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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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