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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.


	It addresses a burning issue like antimicrobial resistance and its cause. The reasons for drug resistance is needs to be studied if one wants to overcome this challenge which is definitely getting bigger day by day.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some portion of the manuscript is in a different language. Eg- second paragraph of the introduction (). Les affections bucco-dentaires, majoritairement infectieuses, comprennent les caries dentaires et les maladies parodontales graves. Les caries non traitées représentent la pathologie de santé la plus fréquente à l’échelle mondiale, affectant environ 2,5 milliards de personnes (Peres et al., 2019).

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient – yes
Recent- except for one reference rest all are atleast 4-5 years old or older.
	

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


	Some minor spelling corrections required
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Discussion section reads more like a textbook, with numerous subheadings that fragment the flow of ideas. This makes it difficult to follow a cohesive argument or narrative. I recommend consolidating or reducing the number of subheadings and aiming for a more integrated and flowing discussion.
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