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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical health challenge posed by multidrug-resistant (MDR) Gram-negative bacteria, which cause infections in post-surgical wounds. Its importance lies in its contribution to the essential search for alternative therapies, including those using medicinal plants, in the face of the increasing failure of conventional antibiotic treatments. The study provides a significant (albeit negative) finding, demonstrating that the crude methanolic extract of Ageratum conyzoides leaves was ineffective against the isolated MDR strains.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title may initially suggest a positive result, but the main finding of the study was the absence of activity against MDR strains. Therefore, I suggest a slight alteration to have a more coherent title:

"Evaluation of the Antimicrobial Activity of Ageratum conyzoides Leaf Extract against Multidrug-Resistant Gram-negative Bacteria Isolates from Infected Surgical Wounds"
	

	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 omits an important piece of information: that the extract demonstrated significant antimicrobial activity against susceptible (non-clinical) control strains. This result shows that the prepared extract contains bioactive compounds and that the test method used was effective.

The second-to-last sentence ("Ageratum conyzoides demonstrated no antimicrobial activity... confirming their virulence and pathogenic nature") should be slightly reformulated. The failure of the extract itself does not "confirm" virulence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is solid and presents an adequate methodology.

However, the study focuses on Gram-negative bacteria (as per the title). However, the authors list Staphylococcus aureus (a Gram-positive bacterium) as one of the susceptible control strains. Thus, its inclusion is confusing and should be justified or removed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	Professional language editing is necessary to ensure the clarity, accuracy, and formality of the text.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	A statement confirming that the study was approved by a Research Ethics Committee is missing.
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