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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.


	This study highlights the potential of natural plant-based compounds such as Syzygium aromaticum in combating antibiotic-resistant pathogens like Staphylococcus aureus. The findings demonstrate that clove extracts, particularly the ethanolic form, exhibit antibacterial activity comparable to Ciprofloxacin at high concentrations, suggesting a promising complementary or alternative therapeutic approach. 
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	The current title is clear and informative
	

	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.


	Delete: Excessive methodology details (exact amounts, incubation steps).

Add: 1. A short statement of novelty/importance (why these matters in combating resistance). 2. A brief mention of statistical analysis outcome (no significant difference between extracts).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in principle the methods, results, and conclusions align with established microbiological practices and phytochemical knowledge. However, it would benefit from:

1. Clarifying MIC/MBC methodology,

2. Strengthening statistical analysis,

3. Emphasizing the novelty and limitations of the work.
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	The references used are partially sufficient but not fully up to date. While some classical studies are important, the manuscript would be strengthened by including more recent references (post-2015), especially systematic reviews and global antimicrobial resistance reports. 
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	The language is generally understandable but requires moderate editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication. 
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