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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.


	It is seen that the antimicrobial activities of the cherry tree (Muntingia calabura L.) against Bacillus cereus and Escherichia coli, which can be a source for different research, were examined, and the results were reported with their phytochemical content.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	-"Antidiarrheal" in the title should be changed to "antimicrobial" and Bacillus cereus FNCC-0057 and Escherichia coli FNCC-0091
Also, "Bacillus cereus FNCC-0057 and Escherichia coli FNCC-0091" should be changed to quality control strains such as Bacillus cereus and Escherichia coli.
	

	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.


	In the Aims section:

-This sentence should have been removed : “Cherry tree leaves contain flavonoids, tannins, and saponins, which can inhibit bacteria responsible for diarrhea, such as Bacillus cereus and Escherichia coli.”
- The cherry tree (Muntingia calabura L.) extracts that were tested in the study should be specified here.

In the Conclusion section:

The extracts tested in the study showed the highest antimicrobial activity against which microorganisms and at what percentages should be clearly stated.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the 2.3. Zone of Inhibition Diameter (ZID) section:

- Bacterial starting solution MacFarland value should be given as cfu (colonial forming unit)

- Variations of extract concentrations of 15%, 25%, and 35% should be stated in volumes (v/v) or weight ratios.

- In the 3.4. Minimum Inhibitory Concentration (MIC) section: The MIC value (mm?, % concentration) should be stated in the Table title and the text. Table 5.
- In the 3.4. Minimum Inhibitory Concentration (MIC) section: When previously conducted and reported studies are mentioned, if the method used in these studies and the phytochemical components in these studies are specified, these should also be added to this section.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	-
	

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


	The English of the article should be revised
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article can be accepted with minor revision.
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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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