Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	South Asian Research Journal of Natural Products 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_SARJNP_139612

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	PHYTOCHEMICAL COMPOSITION AND ANTIMICROBIAL POTENTIAL OF Combretum hispidum LEAF EXTRACT

	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.


	Combretum Hispidum  is traditionally used ethnomedicine in African country. Due to its  own ethnopharmacological reactivity to treat different microbial infection as well as shows  wound healing activity that leads the research community to actively investigate the bioactivity of compound for further drug development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is potential but further I suggest  if it’s should be entitled by “Combretum hispidum Leaf  Extract : Preparation, Characterization and In- Vitro antimicrobial activity” it can morally justify this research  work in simple manner.
	

	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.


	1. In abstract section namely “Aim” is not clearly signify what this work for! Elaborately it doesn’t clarify the purpose  of the study what mainly author wants to do. I recommend to add the different stages like preparation, characterization and In-Vitro microbial potential activity to “AIM” section.
2. In Section namely “Methodology” and “Conclusion” where it claims that the “In-Vivo characterization took place by mentioning “Experimental Rat Model”, but in this study I didn’t find any study of In-Vivo experiment. So, I suggest if the work is not performed then remove “In-Vivo” Portion or  if done mentioned in work with detailed protocol .
	i

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As per my finding, there are some changes needed.
1. In “Material and Methods” section is there any supporting diagram to ensure the step by step process for preparation of mentioned leaf extract.
2. In “Material and Methods” section 2.1 and section 2.2 showed different drying duration. Ensure the actual duration between this two section.

3. In  section 2.2, why you prefer Soxhlet? is there any chance to compare the different extraction process for getting better yield? This cross-checks will be needed.

4. In  section 2.2, mention the proposed step by step diagram of extraction process.
5. In  section 2.2  how you evaporate solvent? It doesn’t mention in the section.
6. In  section 2.2, I can’t find the exact amount / percent of ethanol used.

7. In  section 2.2, Extraction efficiency equation not mentioned.
8. In section 2.4, MIC and MBC value is not clearly indicates (Concentration)
9. Which standard drug you used to compare the anti-microbial activity of mentioned leaf extract, I cant find it, if its not present how you compare the efficacy?

10. How you ensure there is no growth in control? Attached the supporting documents.

11. How you measure the zone of inhibition its not clearly mentioned.
12. Which compounds is responsible for showing the zone of inhibition. Give supporting documents in your statement.
	

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

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


	Language quality is communicable .
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