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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.


	The findings contribute to ongoing efforts in natural antioxidant discovery and alternative antimicrobial research, particularly in the context of rising drug resistance and oxidative stress–related diseases. Furthermore, the work offers baseline quantitative data that can guide future pharmacological, formulation, and mechanism-based studies, facilitating the development of safer, plant-based therapeutic agents.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable, as it clearly reflects the core objectives and experimental scope of the study
	

	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.


	Quantitative highlights: Include one or two key numerical results (e.g., total phenolic or flavonoid content, highest zone of inhibition) to strengthen the impact and specificity of the findings.

Plant part and extract clarity: Explicitly mention the plant part used (leaves) and the extraction solvent to avoid ambiguity.

Assay specification: Clearly state that antioxidant activity was evaluated using the FRAP assay, as this helps readers quickly understand the experimental approach.
Avoid repetition of phrases such as “confirmed the presence” in both Results and Conclusion
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	inconsistencies in solvent description, incomplete standardization of quantitative estimations, absence of statistical analysis, and limited explanation of non-linear antibacterial responses.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recent comprehensive reviews (2022–2025) that synthesize phytochemistry, pharmacology and safety of M. citrifolia — to show how the present work fits into the latest consensus and to cite updated phytochemical lists and known active compounds. Papers discussing variability with extraction solvent and part used (leaf vs fruit, acetone vs ethanol) — to justify your solvent choice and explain absence of terpenoids.
	

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


	It is strongly recommended that the manuscript undergo thorough professional English language editing or careful revision by a fluent scientific writer before publication. Improving language clarity, consistency,
	

	Optional/General comments


	Key areas that need improvement include methodological clarity, consistency in terminology and solvent usage, proper standardization of quantitative data, inclusion of statistical analysis, and enhancement of language quality. The discussion would also benefit from deeper critical interpretation of results and stronger integration of recent literature.
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