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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but excessively long (19 words) and contains redundant phrases like "STUDY OF". Shorter titles are generally more impactful and easier to search
I  suggest ((  In Vitro Antimicrobial Activity of Cinnamomum zeylanicum Bark Extracts: A Potential Natural Preservative))
	

	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.


	I SUGGEST The primary suggestion is to streamline the introductory content by deleting general background information on phytochemicals, the broad biological functions of *Cinnamomum zeylanicum*, and detailed compositional data, as these are better suited for the main Introduction section. Crucially, the abstract must be strengthened by incorporating essential methodological and quantitative details, following a concise IMRaD structure. Specifically, authors must explicitly mention the **Agar diffusion method** used for the assay and include the **most significant quantitative result**, such as the highest zone of inhibition observed (e.g., **12.33 ± 1.5 mm**) and the corresponding conditions (acetone extract against *E. coli*). Finally, the abstract should conclude with a strong, focused statement that links the findings directly to the study's objective, emphasizing the potential of the most effective extract (acetone) as a safe, natural food preservative. This restructuring will transform the abstract into a more impactful and scientifically rigorous summary of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript requires Major Revisions across all sections to be considered scientifically valid and publishable. The title, while descriptive, is overly long and should be replaced with a more concise option like "Antimicrobial Efficacy of Cinnamomum zeylanicum Bark Extracts Against Pseudomonas species and E. coli." The abstract needs streamlining by removing general background and incorporating crucial methodological details, such as the Agar diffusion method, and key quantitative results, like the highest zone of inhibition (12.33 ± 1.5 mm). Most critically, the manuscript's scientific correctness is flawed due to significant methodological deficiencies, including a mot clear extraction protocol, the absence of positive and negative controls, and a failure to report extract concentrations.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
he English quality of the manuscript is acceptable but requires professional editing to be fully suitable for scholarly communication. While the text is generally understandable, it contains numerous instances of awkward phrasing, minor grammatical errors, and a lack of scientific precision in word choice, particularly in the Methodology section (e.g., the vague description of the acetone extract preparation
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	This study addresses a highly relevant topic in food safety. The core concept of using *Cinnamomum zeylanicum* as a natural preservative is promising. However, the authors must prioritize resolving the major methodological and data integrity issues, especially the contradictory results in the zone of inhibition, to establish the scientific credibility of their findings.
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