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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 mainly focused to investigate the neem leaf (Azadiracha indica) possesses antibiotic activity, with potential bacteriostatic and bactericidal effects on bacteria isolated from apparently healthy dogs. An agar well diffusion method was employed with a Mueller-Hinton agar.  Gram-positive Staphylococcus aureus and Gram-negative Escherichia coli were isolated from the dogs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Please choose precise and appropriate title.
	

	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.


	Need for modification of complete abstract having a lot of grammatical mistakes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Modify all reference according to journal style and add this reference to manuscript that is related to this article for antimicrobial study: doi.org/10.22271/phyto.2025.v14.i1e.15260.
	

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


	Need to improve the English language in complete manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Complete manuscript is unclear. There is not a proper introduction of this manuscript.

2. Methodology is well explaine. To study that you need to include statistical analysis such as ANOVA that supports your findings.
3. Modify all graph and add error bars.

4. A lot of mistakes in this complete manuscript (change H2SO4 into H2SO4 ml into mL and cm3 to cm3
5. Please modify the conclusion.

6. Add this reference related to this article doi.org/10.22271/phyto.2025.v14.i1e.15260.

7. Modify reference styles according to journal guidelines in introduction and discussion section that is misformatted.
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	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 detail)
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