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	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 manuscript with present study could add to the knowledge of  the scientific community on antibacterial response of ethanolic extracts of Solanum torvam fruits on Pseudomonas aeruginosa and Staphylococcus aureus associated with urine/urinary catheter in a particular region. Such study might be a gateway to more extensive and valuable studies in search for alternative natural antimicrobial agents. Might also help in planning more advanced studies  to search natural molecules to curb infections by otherwise  drug resistant strains 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Scope for improvement
Antibacterial activity of ethanolic extracts of Solanum torvum fruits against Staphylococcus aureus and Pseudomonas aeruginosa”


	

	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.


	Scope for improvement
Suggested to 

1) Precisely mention about importance of Solanum torvam as antimicrobial agent or traditional medicine
2) Precise mention about methods used like Well diffusion, MIC, MBC
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	  Manuscript needs to be worked upon for scientific correctness. Study area and study population need more description. ATCC strain number not included in the methods. There is need to improve the presentation of gaps between available literature and expected outcomes by going through extensive literature with reference to the present context. Importance of plant material need to be  reviewed in text. The quality of presentation of Material and Methods as pointed out under comment section of the review pane needs to be appropriately addressed before consideration. The presentation of results with reason based discussion and evidence needs to be quoted. The pictures of experimental work and outcomes would add weight to the manuscript. References need to be correct and contain the referenced text material The data analysis tools like statistical analysis need to be included. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 To improve the quality of introduction and discussion, it is suggested to search, add more and recent references on importance of plant as traditional medicine, antimicrobial efficacy studies on different bacteria  and phytochemicals.   
	

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


	Needs improvement prior to publication
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. TITLE: 

Title of the Manuscript seems to be fine with slight modifications as suggested in review window. However, an alternative Title could be 

“ Antibacterial activity of ethanolic extracts of Solanum torvum fruits against Staphylococcus aureus and Pseudomonas aeruginosa”

2. ABSTRACT:

The observations and suggestions have been highlighted in the review pane of the manuscript

3. INTRODUCTION:

The observations and suggestions have been highlighted in the review pane of the manuscript. However, it is pointed out here that the manuscript

a) It lacks required relevant information on Solanum torvum habitat, phytochemical characterization and its use as traditional medicine with supporting references/studies.

b) No proper gaps identified in context to the current available literature and future perspectives.   

4.  MATERIALS AND METHODS

Material and Method section seems to be inadequately addressed and lacks clarity to the reader. Though comments have been incorporated in the review pane, however following points need to be given due attention

a) The study area and the material collection sites etc needs to be well defined by adding the coordinates, altitude, average temperature, rainfall etc.

b) Only date of collection of plant material is mentioned and that too only one day. Instead, It would have been better to see entire period of study carried out

c) The process for extraction and storage of extracts during study period need to be precisely and accurately mentioned and that the reference supporting the method applied need to be appropriate.    

d)  It would be improving to please quote references for all the methods applied.

e) The text need to clearly mention about the reference strain and the wild strains. ATCC numbers need to be quoted in the text as well as Table

f) Methds mentioned in text  seems to be confusing and need to be rechecked for accuracy and technicality as highlighted in the review pane comments For example: 

1) Why 100g powder was macerated in 1000 ml distilled water to prepare 100% ethanolic extract ?

2)  Please reconfirm that aqueous extract was diluted in 300 ml ethanol. 

3) What was the quantity of aqueous  extract taken to mix with 300 ml of ethanol ?

4)   What do you really mean by pellet evaporate ?

5)  Suggested to please also check whether the given method aligns with the Zirihi et al., 2005 and Zirihi et al., 2003 ???

g) Rest it is suggested to refer to review pane of manuscript for detailed comments

5. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Besides the comments mentioned in review pane of the manuscript, This section needs vast improvement with reference to the 

1) Interpretation of results

2) Proper presentation of text in running format 

3) Addition of comparative graphics/Charts/Pictures

4) Detailed discussion and reasoning behind the outcomes 

5) Appropriate and in depth discussion on outcomes and supporting evidences

6) Addition of more relevant and recent references in the text. 

7) Statistical analysis need to be done

REFERENCES:

1) Suggested to please recheck the refernces for uniform format, proper spacing , Italics for scientific names, accuracy of names of authors (as highlighted for irihi et al, 2005 reference. 

2) Suggested to please match the actual content of the reference for which it has been cited eg.It is suggested to make sure whether ZIrihi et al, 2005  artcle mentioned about preparation method of 100% ethanolic extract .

3) Suggested to add recent references from year 2022- 2025.

GENERAL COMMENTS:

It is suggested to please check the entire text for proper spaces, sentence framing and sentence format and style. There is ample scope for improvement.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Rajesh Sawhney, National Dental College & Hospital, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

