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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.


	 Manuscript has a great importance to the scientific community because it provides a comprehensive review of the pharmacological potential of Tulsi, Garlic and Turmeric in curbing the world menace of antimicrobial resistance (AMR). It has merged the ancient medicinal knowledge with the pharmacological knowledge and highlights the use of bioactive compounds of these plants as the possible natural alternatives or complements to conventional therapies that are safer. The phytochemistry and mechanisms of action are discussed in detail; this information may be of value to the researchers investigating the use of plants as antimicrobials, discovering drugs, and formulating the drugs. Moreover, this article reveals that clinical validation and new delivery methods are required, which presents a solid base to future translational studies combating AMR and other chronic illnesses.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Tulsi, Garlic, and Turmeric as Natural Antimicrobials: A Pharmacological Perspective in Combating Drug Resistance
	

	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.


	Length - It is rather long and descriptive; it is more of a mini-introduction than an abstract.

Absence of organization It is not organized according to the typical abstract (Background → Aim → Key Insights → Conclusion).

Excessive elaboration Lists too many activities and not synthesized. As an example, Tuli antioxidant, immunomodulatory, anti-inflammatory, antidiabetic, anticancer, immunomodulatory, and neuroprotective properties are too broad.

Missing elements –

Research gap: Why do we have to do this review when we already know so many things?

Future directions: What the next step researchers should take?

Comparative observations: No cross linkage between Tulsi, Garlic, and Turmeric.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The overall scientific correctness of the manuscript is high, though it requires editing. Phytochemistry and pharmacological actions of Tulsi, Garlic and Turmeric are properly described and the references are sufficient. Nevertheless, the following problems have to be considered:

Taxonomic revision: Garlic is a member of Amaryllidaceae, and not Alliaceae.

Overstatements: Certain statements (e.g., Tulsi treatment of Alzheimer) need to be toned down; the levels of evidence (in vitro, animal, clinical) have to be properly differentiated.

Missing parts: Bioavailability, safety, and drug interactions (e.g. garlic with anticoagulants, poor curcumin absorption) are not discussed enough.

Mechanistic depth: Tulsi and Turmeric parts require additional molecular pathway information.

Language: Certain sentences are confusing or clumsy (e.g., “exacerbated the amnesic action should be alleviated).
	

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

Both classical sources (older background research) and current studies (20202024).

Both pharmacological and phytochemical investigations of every plant.

Particularly recent 2025 (some 2025) citations indicate current coverage.

Weaknesses

Non-Clear levels of evidence- There are cases that the references are in vitro only, yet the manuscript in some cases refers to them as clinical.

Few gaps:

Tulsi: There is little mention of antimicrobial and anti-biofilm activity of direct references to AMR.

Garlic: Additional information on clinical trials on cardiovascular and antimicrobial use of aged extract of garlic could be provided.

Turmeric: Requires greater coverage of nanocurcumin, bioavailability improvement and clinical trials.

Citations of certain references seem to be the conference abstracts or preprints (e.g., Zenodo citation) - they must be substituted with the peer-reviewed journal articles.
	

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


	Language quality is fair but not fully suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	Manuscript is effectively written, detailed, and has a useful overview of the pharmacological significance of tulsi, garlic, and turmeric in fighting the antimicrobial resistance. Adding phytochemical tables and pharmacological actions in detail contribute to the increased clarity and scientific rigor. The review is applicable to the contemporary issues of healthcare and can be a significant source of information to the scientists of the pharmacognosy, natural product chemistry, and antimicrobial drug discovery.
Title of the manuscript by the authors, which is Natural Antimicrobials in the Era of Drug Resistance: Pharmacological Insights into Tulsi, Garlic, and Turmeric, deals with a relevant and timely topic, especially regarding antimicrobial resistance (AMR). The article is thorough and properly cited and discusses the therapeutic values of three common medicinal vegetation. article has shown scientific quality, has been found relevant to the scope of the journal and has a high likelihood of getting reader’s interest. Editing revisions that involve little changes to the language (such as polishing and consistency in formatting), as well as in formatting structure (such as table and reference formatting), and conciseness of the structure, are suggested to enhance clarity. Referencing style is to be checked thoroughly and consistency in formatting citations should be maintained by the authors. In general, the quality of the manuscript itself is good, and, with the help of small, editorial revisions, the work is the one that can be offered to be published.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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