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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	It assesses the role of ciprofloxacin in resistant and susceptibility of Enterococcus faecalis as well as resistance development during sub-minimal inhibitory concentration (sub-MIC) exposure. The results are helpful in formulating optimal doses of antibiotics to minimize the antibiotic resistance developed by the E. faecalis while treating the patients who are under medication infected by this microorganism, which is in line to the aim of overcoming antimicrobial resistance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Ciprofloxacin's Antibacterial Effect on Susceptible and Resistant Isolates of Enterococcus faecalis
	

	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.


	In the intial satetement the writer mentioned “That An investigation” change it into “An investigation”.

Clarify the MIC results byadding the term “post exposure” after MIC increased from 0.26 to 1.8 μg/mL value.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically valid but the CLSI guidelines is outdated, replace it with the current guidelines.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are suffiecient except for the CLSI 2000 guidelines which is outdated and add an additional reference to the MH agar preparation.
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment

I have highlighted the reference errors and some spelling and grammatical mistakes in the article please verify it and make some corrections.
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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