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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 issue in antimicrobial research by critically evaluating plant–antibiotic combinations against clinically relevant, multidrug-resistant Gram-negative pathogens. he findings underscore the necessity of systematic and evidence-based evaluation of medicinal plant extracts before their therapeutic co-administration with antibiotics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is largely suitable and accurately reflects the scope and findings of the study.
	

	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, well-structured, and comprehensive, covering background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. It appropriately reports the absence of synergistic effects, which strengthens its scientific transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for a preliminary interaction study. Experimental procedures, organism selection, and interpretation of zone-of-inhibition data are consistent with established microbiological practices. The conclusions are supported by the results and do not overstate the findings. However, inclusion of quantitative assays (e.g., MIC, FIC index) would be necessary in future work to strengthen mechanistic interpretation
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and largely recent, with several citations from 2023–2025, which strengthens the manuscript’s contemporary relevance. The inclusion of reviews on antimicrobial resistance, plant-derived antimicrobials, and interaction studies is appropriate..
	

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


	The language quality is appropriate for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, logically organized, and uses correct scientific terminology. Minor grammatical polishing and consistency in formatting (e.g., species names in italics, spacing, and unit presentation) would improve overall readability but are not critical.
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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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