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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript entitled Antibacterial, anti-inflammatory and antioxidant activities of Senna alata and Commelina benghalensis leaf extracts was tried to find the antibacterial and other inhibited effects on the organism activities. The study was well designed and showed interesting results. It need a major revison before acceptance. The most commonts are:

Title: 

It needs to be changed due to it has incorrect information about used of leaf extract, while different other parts of plant were used.

Abstract: 

· Many abbreviations must be written in full in the first place they are used.

· There are many printing mistakes, such as both microdilution. All manuscript need to be checked for printing mistakes, which are a lot. 

· cpc after bacterial name must be capitalized. Please check other places in the manuscript.

Methods:

· Printing mistakes, such as ethanol (95o C), which is supposed to be 90%.

· Figure 1 of fraction showed extraction as a sequence of events, while text showed separate extraction. Please correct the figure. 

· The sentence in Molisch assay is unclear (followed by an addition of 1% ethanol solution of α-naphthol).
Results:

· All abbreviations used in the results need to be uniform. There was different abbreviations for the same things. Ex. in table 1 EB-CA, while it be EB-SA in different places, and so on with other abbreviations.  

· The first three tables hold the same number (table 1). Please correct it to be in order.

· Printing mistakes in the table, such as CMB and CMI, which suppose to be MIC, MBC. The same things in the text.

· Abbreviations in the figure 2 differ from that inside figure from the legend of the figure. 

· Abbreviations in the bacterial kinetic section (FA-SA (MIC/4, MIC/2, MIC, 2MIC, and 4MIC)) are confusing and must be rewritten. Ex. MIC 1, MIC 2, -----)

Discussion:

· The 13 lines of the paragraph 2 of the discussion is results and must be deleted or discussed each one alone. 

Conclusions:

· Contain a lot of results and needs to include the final conclusion and not the same of that in the result section.
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