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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.


	Antimicrobial peptides target a wide range of microorganisms including bacteria, viruses and parasites. In addition, they affect on cancer cells and have immunomodulatory effects. Antimicrobial peptides are isolated from different sources. In this study, the researcher isolated the antimicrobial peptides from soil and the biological activity were assessed against two bacterial strains (Gram-positive and Gram-negative bacteria). The authors concluded that the research is a groundwork for potential medical applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. Comparison of the work with previous studies in this field is absent in the DISCUSSION section and new references are required in this regard.
	

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


	Yes. However, punctuation and grammatical errors should be corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	-1.Line 8 in ABSTRACT section:Principally, abbreviations should not be used in “Abstract” section.

2.Line 9:Antimicrobial peptides and antibiotics are different from each other.

3.Line 80:The scientific names of strains, at first, should be completely cited and then using abbreviations.

4.In Methods and Materials section: Company name and country name of materials and instruments (model is required in addition to company and country name) are not mentioned. Also, description of indicator strains is required. 

5.Line 95:Which type of  phosphate buffer and? What was the pH? Considering pH has important role in antimicrobial peptides activity, is the pH suitable for maximum biological activity? 

6.Line 109: Figs 1 to 3 have not required descriptions.

7.RESULT section have not required descriptions and should be completely revised both for Figs and tables.

8.Line 113: Letters on the plates are not legible.

9.What was positive control and how was it prepared?  

10.Lines 175-186: The paragraph is repeat of the Methods and Materials section.  

11.Line 188: Clinical probiotics is differ from antimicrobial peptides.

12.Lines 193-195: The phrase is contradictory.

13.Comparison of the work with previous studies in this field is absent in the DISCUSSION section.

14.All references should be uniformly written.

15.The manuscript has punctuation and grammatical errors and needs to be revised
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