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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 useful information on the phytochemical composition and antibacterial efficacy of leaf extracts of Momordica charantia against clinical bacterial isolates as an alternative therapeutic agent for combating one of the most pressing global health threats, antimicrobial resistance (AMR). It employed standard assays to identify a diverse range of bioactive phytochemicals with measurable antimicrobial activity, thereby validating its ethnopharmacological relevance and the critical role of solvent polarity used in optimizing bioactive compound extraction. The study demonstrated the potential of M. charantia as a source of novel antimicrobial agents. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article 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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. Here are some of my suggestions:
1. In line 4 and 5, the scientific names of the plant and bacterial species should be italicized.
2. In line 6 and 7, replace the word ‘sample’ with ‘extracts’ and modify the sentence as ‘Aqueous and ethanolic leaf extracts of M. charantia were prepared as cold macerations’
3. In line 14 and 15, replace the word ‘bacteriostatic’ with ‘inhibitory’ and your report should be consistent i.e., the ‘inhibitory effect’ is usually established before the ‘bactericidal effect’. 

4. In lines 15, 17, 18 and 19, the scientific names of the plants and bacterial species should be italicized.   

4. In line 20, the phrase ‘in vivo’ should be italicized.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent and okay.  As a reviewer, it would be an honor if my work is also referenced.
Merenini, I.F., Upla, P.U., Ezaka, E.I., Sani, B.E., Yayra, K.A., Baffour Gyawu, S., Chatterjee, A., and Nfongeh, J.F. Antibacterial Effect of Gongronema latifolium Leaf Extract on Staphylococcus aureus Isolates from Skin of Human Subjects in Lafia Metropolis. Lafia Journal of Scientific and Industrial Research, vol. 3, no. 1, 2024, pp. 33-39. https://doi.org/10.62050/ljsir2025.v3n1.367
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Below are my comments:

Materials and Methods:

1. Under the subtitle ‘Plant Collection and Preparation’, in line 1 and 2, please indicate the department where the plant was verified. Also, include the complete location of the institution. i.e., University of Delta, Agbor, Delta State, Nigeria.

2. Under the subtitle ‘Phytochemical Screening’, in line 1, remove the word ‘Both’. 

3. In line 2, replace the word ‘decribed’ with ‘described’. 

4. Under the subtitle ‘Test Organisms Sourcing and Antibacterial Essay’, in line 5, replace the phrase ‘four concentrations’ with ‘concentration ranges of’. 

5. In line 5, rewrite the concentration in descending order i.e., 100 - 12.5 mg/mL.
6. In line 7, replace the word ‘via’ with ‘using’
7. In line 8, the word ‘bacteriostatic’ should be replaced with ‘inhibitory’

Results:
1. In line 2 of paragraph 2, rewrite the statement ‘flavonoids were found in the highest concentration’ as ‘the highest concentration was found in flavonoids’

2. In line 2 of paragraph 4, insert a full-stop ‘.’ After ‘Table 4’ and begin the next sentence with ‘This indicates ….’.

3. Use the standard acceptable table borders (Academic/APA style) for Tables 4 and 5, similar to 1, 2, and 3.
4. Ensure consistency in your line spacing. 

Discussion:

1. In line 8 and 16 of paragraph 3, remove the Em dash signs ‘-’ and replace with commas ‘,’.

2. Italicize all citations with the Latin phrase ‘et. al’ as ‘et al’.
Overall, the work is good.
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