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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.


	This manuscript is highly significant as it identifies the venom of Hottentotta tamulus as a promising source of novel antimicrobial peptides with potent, bactericidal activity against major MDR pathogens (like MRSA and carbapenem-resistant A. baumannii). Crucially the finding of strong synergy with ciprofloxacin suggests its immediate potential as an adjunct therapy, offering a vital new pathway in the urgent fight against global antimicrobial resistance
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good 
	

	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.


	Yes 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Of course 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references  are relatively recent, but they are also few and need to be cited from many other references because the topic is very important.
	

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


	The language is fairly good, but the introduction, materials and methods are written in the future tense. 

The word "will" is used frequently.???
	

	Optional/General comments


	Optional/General comments

Rewrite in the past tense because the work has already been completed.

Emphasis on the correct wording of the sentences.

In the discussion, an image was added. The best option is to delete it and use scientific information.

Increase the number of references  to at least 25.
Keyword too much ?
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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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