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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The study addresses a significant public health issue: diabetic foot ulcers and their bacterial complications, particularly in resource-limited settings.

It explores the scientific basis for a traditional medicinal practice, providing valuable ethnopharmacological insight.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Make the title more attractive and short with scientific acumen. 
“Antibacterial Efficacy of Uvaria chamae Root Extract on Staphylococcus aureus from Diabetic Foot Ulcers: Validation of Traditional Use”
	

	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.


	Suggested Additions

· Sample Size: State the number of clinical samples or isolates tested.

· Study Design: Clearly mention that this is an in vitro laboratory-based study.

· Controls: Briefly mention the use of standard antibiotics as controls.

· Limitations: Add a sentence acknowledging that findings are preliminary and further studies are needed.

· Key Results: Summarize the most important quantitative findings (e.g., inhibition zones, MIC, MBC) more succinctly.

Suggested Deletions

· Detailed Phytochemical Percentages: These can be summarized rather than listed in detail.

· Ethics and Funding Statements: Move these to the methods section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the study compares the plant extract’s efficacy to antibiotics, it lacks a robust control group (e.g., placebo or alternative traditional remedies).

The absence of in vivo testing (e.g., animal models or clinical trials) means the results are limited to laboratory observations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article includes a reasonable number of references (about 18)
To strengthen the article, consider adding the following types of references:

1. Recent Reviews on Plant-Based Antimicrobials:
· Lipsky BA, Senneville E, et al. "Guidelines on the diagnosis and treatment of foot infection in persons with diabetes (IWGDF 2023 update)." Diabetes Metab Res Rev. 2023.

· Gupta A, et al. "Plant-based antimicrobials for management of diabetic foot ulcers: A systematic review." J Ethnopharmacol. 2022.

2. WHO or International Guidelines:
· World Health Organization. "Global guidelines for the prevention and management of diabetic foot ulcers." WHO, 2019.

3. Recent Clinical or In Vivo Studies:
· Any recent (2020–2024) clinical or animal studies on Uvaria chamae or related Annonaceae species for wound healing or antimicrobial activity.

4. Safety and Toxicity Reviews:
· Reviews or studies on the safety profile and toxicity of Uvaria chamae in humans or animal models.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article makes a meaningful contribution to the scientific validation of traditional medicine, specifically the use of Uvaria chamae root for diabetic foot ulcers. While the laboratory findings are promising, the study’s limitations—particularly in sample size, statistical analysis, and clinical relevance—should be addressed in future research to fully establish the therapeutic potential and safety of this plant extract.
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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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