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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 paper highlights the potential of water lilies (Nymphaea nouchali) and mugwort (Artocarpus altilis) as environmentally friendly alternatives in wastewater treatment. By exploring natural flocculants and evaluating their safety, this contributes to a sustainable approach. Further improvements could support the development of more environmentally friendly water purification methods.
	

	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.


	The summary is clear, but some improvements are needed. Clearly state the results regarding the antibacterial effect, avoid exaggerating the effect, and concisely add important conditions and practical significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically valid, but improvements are needed in data interpretation, clarity, and the introduction of mechanistic insights to adequately support the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficiently up-to-date. To strengthen the scientific evidence, we recommend including more recent research (2022-2026), particularly on plant-derived coagulants and wastewater treatment.
	

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


	The writing quality is understandable, but for academic communication, improvement is needed, particularly in grammar, syntax, and clarity. Professional proofreading is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	After reviewing the manuscript titled "Investigation of Coagulation, Antibacterial,

and Cytotoxic Properties of Extracts from Water Lilies and Altocarpus altilis"

submitted to the Asian Journal of Research in Botany, i determined that it currently

lacks sufficient depth regarding the mechanism. However, if the manuscript

is significantly revised and all of the reviewer's points are thoroughly addressed,

publication may be considered after major revision.

1. The manuscript reports antibacterial results; however, images of zone of inhibition are

not included. Kindly provide well-labeled photographs of agar plates showing

inhibition zones for all tested samples and controls.

2. Provide clear, high-resolution cytotoxicity images (e.g., cell morphology, live/dead cell

staining, or fluorescence microscopy image) with proper labeling and control

comparison to support the reported cytotoxicity results.

3. Please explain the possible mechanisms of coagulation.

4. Please justify the selected dosages (10⁻² and 10⁻¹ g/mL) for Nymphaea nouchali and

Artocarpus altilis.

5. Please provide quantitative aggregation data (turbidity removal rate, sedimentation

time, etc.).

6. Please include detailed cytotoxicity test results (LC₅₀, graphs, statistics).

7. Please provide additional verification results or references to support the claim that it

is "non-toxic."

8. Future research scope expansion (actual water samples, scale-up, cost analysis)

9. Ensure consistency in the summaries and conclusions regarding the coagulation

efficiency and antibacterial effects of Artocarpus altilis and Nymphaea nouchali, and

avoid overestimating the effects compared to positive controls.

10. Include a comparison with standard chemical flocculants (e.g., alum).

11. Please include more recent references (preferably from 2022–2026) to strengthen the

manuscript, particularly on plant-based natural coagulants and their efficiency in water

treatment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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