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	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 is a vital topic due to the growing anti microbial resisatnce risk globally due to the antibiotic misuse. Herbal antidotes for the same are age-old and still relevant so can be future strategy as this research suggests. There is cope for commercial drug development to address microbial  infections in the future, which can be studied later. 
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	Yes reference are fine but please highlight the growing risk of AMR as highlighted here in socio-economic terms- Joshi R, Patil P, Ghate U, Yadav S, Raturi DP, Rawat R, 2024. Waterborne Zoonotic Diseases and Antimicrobial Resistance: Indian Policy and One health Approach. Int J Pathogen Res 13 (4), 95-104. https://journalijpr.com/index.php/IJPR/article/view/302 
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	Further, you mention in the paragraph after table 7 that the higher effect of henna is observed in methanol medium. Is the effect due to methanol and not henna? Please clarify why & how? 
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