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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 important from a clinical perspective as it addresses the topic of using natural therapeutic alternatives (especially plants used in folk medicine.) against antibiotic-resistant bacteria. In addition, the researcher studied their effect on gene expression ( bacterial virulence genes)..
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No

Antibacterial Activity of Ziziphus spina-christi Leaf Extract and its Effect on Gene Expression of some  Virulence Factors of some 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 abstract is comprehensive, but it contains many linguistic errors and needs a linguistic correction.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but it would have been better if the researcher had not mentioned that the article aims to find therapeutic alternatives for antibiotic-resistant bacteria because he used reference strains (one of them was antibiotic-sensitive Staphylococcus aureus, and the other was antibiotic-resistant Klebsiella), and he was supposed to use clinical pathogenic isolates resistant to antibiotics and use these reference isolates as a control sample, or he was using reference isolates resistant to antibiotics ( such as using Staphylococcus aureus (ATCC 43300) which is Methicillin-resistant S.  aureus (MRSA) instead of sensitive  Staphylococcus aureus (ATCC 25923)).
	

	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 and up-to-date, but they must be written in the same style.
	

	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


	The materials and methods of the study need to be greatly abbreviated, there is no need to expand on them when writing the article.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


Reviewer Details:

Huda Suhail. Abid. Al-Hayanni,  College of Science for Women, University of Baghdad, Iraq
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

