Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Microbiology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMB_137781

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Evaluation of Antimicrobial activity of Begonia cucullata

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The research manuscript is mainly focusing on the biocontrol agents which also act as plant growth promotors, especially about the role of Bacillus subtilis in tomato plants against Fusarium oxysporum. The study implies more on the environment friendly microbiomes to replace the toxic chemical fungicides for promoting sustainable agriculture practices globally. They have also focused on both in vitro and in vivo techniques for managing the soil borne pathogens using biological strategies. Thus, it helps significantly for farmers, researchers, agronomists etc. for the enhanced crop productivity with minimal environmental impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Even though the tile clearly indicates the study focus, it may be little more specific and informative by including extracts or target organisms which they are focusing on thereby it will be easily discoverable by fellow researchers.
	

	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 is well constructed and clearly stating the essential sections of the manuscript about the core objectives, methodology and important findings in the research performed. The abstract can be fine-tuned by adding the results and statistical analysis to add additional strength to the abstract. Abstract can be made more assertive by including the significance of scientific or practical applications of the research. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While considering the experimental design, microbial strain used, methods for extraction and antimicrobial testing the manuscript is correct. The manuscript is well built with standard microbiological procedures; the data correlates with its conclusions. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Though the manuscript has quoted a substantial number of references from recent years that represents both supporting and foundational literature which are accordant to the Begonia sp antimicrobial activity, many other references are older which are taken from 1990s and early 2000s which can be changed to some recent references if possible that covers the phytochemical screening and bioactive compounds in medicinal plants, plant-based alternatives for AMR
Example references to consider

Nagasinduja et al., (2022) In-vitro Antimicrobial Activity of Green Synthesised Silver Nanoparticles of Leaf Extract of Rhinacanthus nasutus against Bacterial Food Borne Pathogens. Journal of Clinical and Diagnostic Research.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript has to be improved as per scholarly communication. The manuscript has many grammatical errors few improper sentence formations that has to be corrected, it impacts the clear understanding of the manuscript negatively. Also, it has to be corrected in the verb usage. These linguistic flaws creates a overall negative impact to the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall the manuscript is well constructed when considering the concept and scientific applications but it has to be corrected in case of linguistics.
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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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