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	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 review summarizes recent progress in developing new antibiotics and alternative therapeutic strategies against antimicrobial resistance (AMR). It is valuable for the scientific community because it gathers information on novel FDA-approved antibiotics (2023–2025) and emerging non-antibiotic approaches such as CRISPR-Cas, nanotechnology, and bacteriophage therapy. The manuscript can serve as an educational reference for clinicians, pharmacists, and microbiologists seeking up-to-date data on current and prospective anti-infective options. Its comprehensive scope supports awareness of AMR as a One-Health challenge.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title accurately reflects the manuscript’s contents and scope.
Optional alternative  “Recent Advances in the Development of New Antibiotics and Alternative Anti-Infective Therapies.”
	

	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 provides an adequate overview but would benefit from small stylistic improvements—particularly, summarizing key examples (e.g., naming 2–3 newly approved antibiotics and 1–2 alternative therapies). Removing redundancy in the final sentences will improve flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and factually accurate. Mechanistic explanations of several new antibiotics (Gepotidacin, Emblaveo, Zaynich, etc.) and alternative modalities are clearly described and properly referenced. Figures and tables (e.g., FDA-approved antibiotics, classification diagrams) are informative. A few paragraphs could be tightened for conciseness, but no major scientific errors were noted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The reference list includes 40 citations, many from 2019–2025, covering peer-reviewed journals, WHO reports, and WebMD/DrugBank sources. The author may consider adding one or two broader AMR review papers (e.g., Nature Reviews Microbiology, 2023) for context, but the current list is acceptable and up-to-date.
	

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


	The language is understandable and well structured, though some sentences require minor grammatical correction (articles, plurals, and verb tenses). Editing for conciseness and consistency of scientific style (italicizing bacterial names, capitalization of drug names) is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Ensure uniform formatting of figure captions and reference numbering.

 Shorten the “Golden Era” section slightly.

 Consider including a summary figure or schematic comparing “traditional antibiotics vs. alternative therapies.”

 The conclusion is strong and policy-relevant; no change needed.3

The article is comprehensive, timely, and technically accurate. Only minor language polishing and structural improvements are required before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical concerns were identified. The work is a narrative literature review without human or animal experimentation.
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