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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 manuscript is important to the scientific community as it add to the existing body of knowledge on antibiotic resistance and ethnomedicine promising future in combating antibiotic resistance. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the manuscript is suitable and concise
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but the following suggestions if considered will add to it reproducibility:
1. The method of sample collection was not explicit and clearly stated. What was used, how the sample was collected, how it was transported to the laboratory.

2. In 2.4 “antibacterial activity” the test organisms were not standardize using the McFarland standard. This can influence the potency of the extract used. As dense culture may result in false resistance and loose culture can result in false sensitivity. This can influence the establishment of dose-response relationship.
3. The tables used in the result presentation has no legend or key for instance the “+” in Table 1 indicates??? Same as the ** in Table 2.

4. In Table 2, the zones of inhibitions were measured so instead of the “ - ” 0 (zero) would be better if the “-“means no zone of inhibition

5. In the first line of the DISSCUSSION the “Francisella tularensis” was not italicized likewise other scientific names.
6. The media used for antibacterial activity test was not stated
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Fair to an extent. Citation 1 (Sulav Paul et al., 2021) is not found in the reference list. 
	

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


	Moderate, there is a mixed up of both British and American usage of words for instance “Colorless”
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