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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript discusses antibiotic resistance which is a hot topic today. The focus of this manuscript is Enterobacteriaceae producing extended spectrum beta-lactamase (ESBL-E), where to see the antibacterial effectiveness of Terminalia leiocarpa leaf extract used by traditional Ivory Coast communities. The results of this study open up alternative perspectives for medicinal materials by utilizing plants that have the ability to inhibit the growth of pathogenic microbes so that this study can provide scientific contributions, especially knowledge about therapeutic agents in the use of conventional antibiotics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article is quite clear where it can show the focus of the plants studied, the bacteria used and the methods used especially in phytochemical analysis. However, the note is that the term EBLSE is less commonly used, it may not need to be included in the title so that it is not too long.
	

	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.


	The abstract in this manuscript is generally quite comprehensive, but the flow in writing the abstract needs to be clarified, such as the background, methods, results, and conclusions can be made clearer. For the results of phytochemical analysis, it is sufficient to mention the main compounds that may play a role in inhibiting the growth of pathogenic bacteria.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, this manuscript is scientifically adequate. But there are certain notes such as:

1. The term ESBLE is less commonly used

2. Statistical interpretation can be expanded to see the extent of the significance of the differences

3. Avoid over-generalization of phytochemical effects without quantification or citation.

4. Shorten sections that are too descriptive or narrative style such as the methods used
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are quite good and in accordance with the topics described in the manuscript. However, there are notes that need to be added or adjusted, such as:

1. Literature should not be more than 10 years old

2. Literature from WHO related to resistance needs to be added

3. Add references to medicinal plants in the Ivory Coast

4. For methods, use primary references
	

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


	The manuscript needs to be improved regarding the English grammar used. The writing of scientific names needs attention.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript has the strength in discussing antimicrobial resistance by utilizing traditional Ivory Coast plants. The results of this study provide an understanding of ethnopharmaceuticals for alternative antimicrobials. The method used is appropriate and in accordance with scientific principles, although it is necessary to explain the main source of the method used. However, to increase the value of this manuscript, it is necessary to improve grammar, summarize methods, improve the presentation of table data and images and references used.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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