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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.


	Although their efficacy is far lower than that of traditional antibiotics, the results imply that the peel of M. charantia contains bioactive components with antibacterial potential. The antibacterial activity of methanolic and ethanolic peel extracts of Momordica charantia against Escherichia coli was only inhibited at higher dosages (500 and 250µg/ml). The zones of inhibition, however, were noticeably smaller than those of amoxicillin, indicating only mild antibacterial activity. The concept of the work and manuscript ideas can be accepted by the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.

The title is clear and specific. No alternative title is required.
	

	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 generally clear, well-structured, and informative. It adequately presents the methodology, main results, and conclusions. However, it is recommended to include the research objectives in the abstract so that readers understand the research conducted.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript should comprehensively present the research results. It's best to include the research objectives in the introduction. The discussion section should also be expanded with relevant previous research. The results should also be discussed in more depth, explaining why they were less than satisfactory, and linking them to the extraction or purification methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and up-to-date.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable, with appropriate scientific terminology.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables are clear, well-organized, and informative.

· The Discussion section effectively integrates findings with prior literature.

· The discussion section should also be expanded with relevant previous research.
· Overall, the manuscript represents a solid descriptive contribution to the field.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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