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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.

	This study addresses a high-priority global challenge “antimicrobial resistance” by profiling accessible, locally cultivable plants as potential anti-MRSA sources. Its side-by-side comparison across species, organs, and solvent systems, coupled with MIC/MBC endpoints, generates a useful dataset that can guide bioassay-guided fractionation and mechanistic follow-ups. By identifying the most promising matrices (notably ethanolic Moringa oleifera flower extract), the work helps focus limited resources on leads with actionable activity. The results are especially valuable for researchers and public-health programs in resource-limited settings, where low-cost plant-derived adjuncts to conventional antibiotics could have outsized impact
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title is too long, uses inconsistent capitalization, and “grown under biological conditions” is unclear (better: “cultivated under organic conditions”). “Evaluation of their effectiveness” is unclear specify antibacterial/anti-MRSA activity. I recommend a shorter, informative title highlighting phytochemical profiling, extract type, and anti-MRSA testing.
Recommendation:
Phytochemical profiling and anti-MRSA activity of Moringa oleifera and Senna occidentalis extracts
	

	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 comprehensive but could benefit from the following recommendations
· You might briefly note the number and types of strains (e.g., 15 total; 10 MRSA, 4 MSSA, plus ATCC 25923 for QC) to frame the study’s scope.
· Consider naming the plant parts and solvents up front (for Moringa: leaves, bark, flowers; for Senna: leaves, bark, seeds, pods; solvents: water, ethanol, dichloromethane) so readers see the design at a glance.
· A few key numbers (typical halo range for the most active extract, MIC/MBC ranges in mg/mL) would make the results feel more concrete without adding length.
· Choosing one testing standard (EUCAST or CLSI) and saying “standardized disc diffusion and broth dilution” can subtly strengthen reproducibility.
· If you describe activity as bactericidal, a brief note of the criterion (MBC/MIC ≤ 4) keeps it transparent.
· Method reagents (e.g., Dragendorff, Mayer) are already solid—perhaps keep them in Methods to keep the abstract streamlined.
· Formatting (whole-millimetre zones, MBC spelling, italics for species, consistent units) will help the abstract read cleanly.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is promising but will be scientifically sound with revisions if possible
· Use one standard (EUCAST or CLSI) consistently; report QC ranges/breakpoints.
·  Disc diffusion QC appears off (very small cefoxitin zones for ATCC 25923); re-run with 0.5 McFarland, 4 mm agar, 16–20 h, verified discs.
· Align inocula (discs vs MIC), state replicates (n), and report integer zone diameters.
·  Upgrade statistics to handle solvent × organ × phenotype (two/three-way ANOVA + post-hoc; effect sizes).
· Add solvent-only controls, extraction yields/temps, correct terminology (MBC, leaves/pods; emodin), and provide botanical voucher IDs.
· Consider conclusions to moderate activity of crude extracts; suggest bioassay-guided fractionation and synergy testing.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference needs updating as its ppartially sufficient; several are older. Strengthen with more 2019–2025 primary studies/reviews directly on Moringa oleifera/Senna spp. anti-MRSA activity and update methods standards.
	

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

	The language is understandable, but it needs minor–moderate language editing before publication
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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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