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	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.


	Resistance of Candida species to traditional antifungal drugs poses a serious threat to human health, especially for immunocompromised patients. Given the increasing resistance and side effects of synthetic agents, there is growing interest in natural alternatives. Medicinal and food plants that demonstrate antifungal activity are considered a promising source of new biologically active compounds. The study of such plants is relevant. This may contribute to the development of safer and more effective agents for the prevention and treatment of candidiasis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In general, the title is of the article suitable. But it is better to write «antioxidant», because antifungal is a component of antimicrobial activity, and the study of the antioxidant activity of three plants is mentioned in the manuscript.
	

	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 general, the abstract of the article is comprehensive, but some points indicated in the notes to the manuscript need clarification
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some results of phytochemical studies are questionable. In general, as evidenced by literary sources, the studied plants are not sources of anthraquinones and alkaloids. In my opinion, this fact should have been addressed and explained by the authors.
	

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

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


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic chosen by the authors is relevant, so it will be of interest to phytochemists, microbiologists, pharmacists and other specialists in the field of drug creation. Some corrections and clarifications of the results of phytochemical studies are required. Greater clarity in the presentation of the results of phytochemical studies would be appropriate.
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