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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	Medicinal plants are still very popular in societies today, especially those that do not have the same level of medical and pharmaceutical expertise as before, and this plant is no exception in this country. Urinary tract infections can sometimes be fatal. Escherichia coli is the most common cause of urinary tract infections, accounting for about 90 percent of urinary tract infections in young women. Clinical symptoms of this infection include frequent urination, burning sensation in the urine, blood in the urine, and pus in the urine. This bacterium has three enzymes that put its genes together and are expressed by a regulatory unit.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is very cleverly chosen, neither too general nor too specific.
	

	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 not only one of the most important parts of any scientific paper, but sometimes it is even the only part of the paper that is actually read. This section acts as a "showcase of the paper" and allows the audience to make a correct assessment of the content of the paper before spending the time and energy to read it in full. In fact, a good abstract can create an effective bridge between the author and the reader, gain the audience's trust and even increase the likelihood of the paper being accepted in reputable journals, this article has paid great attention to this issue.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, in terms of the structure of an article, it is completely OK, but it does not have keywords. It is also approved in terms of grammar and vocabulary. It was also checked in terms of similarity and is completely approved. In terms of laboratory work, the respected author could have evaluated and tested more data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is sufficient and appropriate in terms of number, but some sources could have newer and even more relevant alternatives: such as 3-8-9 13
	

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


	This article was one of the best articles I judged in terms of structure, grammar, and even word choice.
	

	Optional/General comments


	As mentioned, the article could have included more data and experiments in its laboratory work, and used more up-to-date and relevant sources. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
Given that this article is directly related to the reproductive system, urine, and infection, the author has managed to handle this topic well, and no ethical issues have been observed in it.
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