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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and timely topic related to antimicrobial resistance in clinically relevant Gram-negative pathogens. The evaluation of medicinal plant extracts in combination with conventional antibiotics contributes to the ongoing search for alternative or adjunct antimicrobial strategies. Notably, the study highlights antagonistic interactions rather than synergy, which is often underreported in similar studies. These findings provide valuable cautionary evidence against the indiscriminate use of plant–antibiotic combinations in therapeutic applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally appropriate and reflects the scope and findings of the study.
However, the authors may consider slightly revising it to emphasize the lack of synergistic effects observed, for example:
“Evaluation of Antibacterial Activity of Selected Plant Extracts and Their Interactions with Antibiotics Against Serratia marcescens and Pseudomonas aeruginosa.”
	

	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 clear and well-structured, and it adequately summarizes the objectives, methods, key findings, and conclusions. However, it is recommended to:

· Explicitly mention that most interactions were antagonistic or indifferent, rather than simply stating lack of enhancement.

· Briefly acknowledge the limitation of using the agar well diffusion method alone.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound in terms of its experimental design and overall approach. The methodology is clearly described and reproducible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally relevant and up-to-date, particularly those addressing antimicrobial resistance and plant-based antimicrobials.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	Plant extract standardization and phytochemical profiling were not addressed and should be mentioned as limitations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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