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	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 provides new evidence and contributes to knowledge of the microbial properties of Anogeissus leiocarpa (DC.) Guill. & Perr. (Combretaceae) plant extracts and its possible use in public Health. Hence, it is an important scientific manuscript. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable
	

	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 clear and captured key aspects of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	  The manuscript in its approach employs appropriate scientific methods in the extraction, laboratory work and analysis of data obtained to provide results. Hence the manuscript is scientifically correct in its approach. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent and sufficient for use. However, reference number 18 is missing from the list and also referencing should be visited again to ensure conformity to single style and clarity. 
	

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


	Although there are few grammatic and typographic errors in the article, the English quality is suitable for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Although the aim of the study is mentioned in the abstract it is missing in the main body as a clearly highlighted part, in addition to the research questions. 
There are some grammatical errors or typos in the article that should be corrected. 

References should be completed and clear. 
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