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	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.


	Antibiotic resistance is a growing concern, and this work contributes immensely to the body oof knowledge needed to combat the evil of antibiotic resistance. Suya is a type of food consumed by a lot of people in Nigeria (the most populous African country) and this goes to show why this research is very important. Generally, this research is one I consider necessary currently because of its importance to public health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I understand the author tried to play it safe here, so as not to oversell the results of the research. I would have probably titled the research, “the antibiotic potential of Moringa Oleifera Leaf on Staphylococcus   aureus”.
	

	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 was good and succinct. I got a very good overview of the research, the motivation for it and its results and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is. It is also well written and cited.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent. For a couple which were not recent, they mostly had to do with the method.
	

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


	Yes, the language is perfect.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript was well written and perfectly referenced. The results were properly represented with tables and were easy to understand. The conclusion and discussion were done with good citation and the rationale for each conclusion showed scientific soundness
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