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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.


	Morindacitrifolia, a tropical plant, which contains flavonoid, alkaloids, tannins, and phenolic compounds. It has strong antioxidant and antibacterial activities. This fact indicates it is valuable in traditional medicine. This study confirmed the presence of phenols, alkaloids, and flavonoids, which may be beneficial as their possessing antioxidant and antibacterial activities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title of the article is good enough.
	

	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, it is. I think the abstract is easy to understand.
	

	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.
	I would like authors to cite references related to qualitative and quantitative tests for terpenoids, phenols, alkaloids, and flavonoids.
	

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


	I think so. Authors writing English is good enough.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Qualitative tests for M. citrifolia do not seem reliable. I think something is wrong about the test described in 3.1 “QUALITATIVE PHYTOCHEMICAL ANALYSIS OF SOLVENT EXTRACT OF M. citrifolia”.
1. I confronted a serious difficulty at Figure 1. It is very difficult to interpret results that Figure 1 shows.

All the test tubes A, B, C, and D contain coloured materials. I cannot be convinced that no terpenoids in M. citrifolia. 

2. No value for negative controls is not included in Tables 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5. I think that A in Figure 2 corresponds

to negative control, but the value of absorbance is not available. The same can be said for Figure 4. 

Figure 5 does not seem to contain any negative control tube, as tube A has almost black colour. Tube A in 

Figure 6 looks negative control, but no corresponding absorbance is described in Table 4. There does not either seem to be shown for a tube for negative control in Figure 7, or its absorbance in Table 5. 

3. I am not convinced by anti-bacterial activity shown in Figure 9. PCs (gentamycin) and NCs look all right. 

It is not shown which plate corresponds to S. typhi, and which plate corresponds to P. aeruginosa. C on the right plate is not an inhibition circle.

Authors are requested to make sure of all the issues indicated above.
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