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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.


	This manuscript explores the antifungal and antibiofilm properties of Curcuma longa tincture against Candida species, addressing the growing global concern of fungal resistance and biofilm-associated infections. The study provides valuable experimental data supporting the use of herbal formulations as alternative antifungal agents. Its findings are relevant for researchers working on phytotherapeutics, antimicrobial resistance, and natural product-based drug discovery. The combination of microbiological assays and phytochemical characterization strengthens the scientific merit of this work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the main focus of the study and clearly identifies the test substance (Curcuma longa tincture) and its biological target (biofilms of Candida strains). It is concise and informative.


	

	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 is well written and presents the study’s objectives, methods, key results, and conclusions clearly. However, it could be slightly improved by including specific numerical data from the results (e.g., range of MIC and MBIC values) to give readers a better overview of the experimental findings. Otherwise, it sufficiently summarizes the work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-organized. The methodology follows standard microbiological and analytical procedures (HPLC-DAD, MIC/MCC, biofilm assays). The results are clearly presented and appropriately discussed in relation to relevant literature. Minor issues include the need for improved data interpretation in the discussion (e.g., linking phytochemical composition to observed antifungal mechanisms more explicitly). Nonetheless, the experimental design and conclusions are valid and well supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and include recent sources up to 2024. They cover both classical and current studies on C. longa bioactivity and Candida resistance. A few more recent references on curcumin-based antibiofilm formulations (2023–2024) could be added to strengthen the discussion on translational potential.
	

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


	The language is clear and formal, with good scientific tone throughout. Minor grammatical corrections and consistency checks (e.g., capitalization of species names, use of italics for scientific terms) are recommended for polishing. Otherwise, the English is of publishable quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conducted experimental study that makes a meaningful contribution to natural product antifungal research. The manuscript is thorough and well-structured, with clear presentation of data in tables and figures. The authors could consider briefly mentioning the limitations of the study (e.g., absence of in vivo validation) and potential future directions. Including statistical significance levels in the results section would further enhance rigor. With minor revision and language editing, the paper is suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Shivani Pannu, Desh Bhagat University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


