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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 study tackles a real-world health concern by looking at how Moringa oleifera leaf extracts can inhibit Staphylococcus aureus found in “suya” a widely consumed street food in Nigeria.
Exploring affordable and accessible plant-based antimicrobials becomes increasingly important as antibiotic resistances continue to rise
This manuscript adds to the growing scientific interest in Moringa oleifera, supporting its traditional uses and showing its potential to help improve food safety.
Focusing on a familiar food source, the research connects well with both public health priority and broader scientific efforts to find natural ways to combat bacterial infections.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title reflects the focus of the study and its generally informative. However, it could be improved for clarity and scientific appropriateness.   An alternative could be:
“Phytochemical Composition and Antibacterial Activity of Moringa oleifera Leaf Extracts Against Staphylococcus aureus Isolated from Suya in Port Harcourt, Nigeria”
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive and provides a good overview of the study’s background, objectives, methods, key findings, and conclusion. However, a few improvements can enhance its clarity and scientific quality:

· The first few sentences can be concise to briefly highlight the antibiotic resistance problem and the importance of Moringa oleifera as a alternative solution.
· The methods section includes a lot of details that may not be necessary for the abstract (e.g., mentioning specific concentrations and phytochemical reagents). Consider summarizing the approach more generally (e.g., "aqueous and ethanolic extracts were tested for antibacterial activity using agar diffusion, MIC, and MBC assays")
· Although it's useful to include some quantitative data, listing every zone of inhibition can feel overwhelming. It might be more effective to just mention the highest observed inhibition and key MIC/MBC values.
· The final sentence of the abstract could do more to emphasize the broader relevance of the findings, for instance, by noting the potential of Moringa oleifera as a natural antimicrobial candidate worth further exploration.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript covers an important topic and uses well-established methods like phytochemical screening, MIC, MBC, and disc diffusion to explore the antibacterial potential of Moringa oleifera. Overall, the conclusions are aligned with the results. That said, a few areas could be clarified or strengthened to improve the scientific rigor of the study:
· It would be helpful to include more details about how many replicates were done, whether proper controls were used, and if any statistical analysis was carried out to support the findings.

· Since only one strain of Staphylococcus aureus was tested, the results may not fully reflect broader trends, and adding more isolates could strengthen the study.

· Including some basic statistics—like standard deviations or error bars—would make the data more convincing and easier to interpret.

· Finally, linking the presence of specific phytochemicals more clearly to their potential role in antibacterial activity would help connect the findings more directly to the study’s purpose.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript are mostly relevant and provide a good mix of background and local context, especially for Moringa oleifera and Staphylococcus aureus. But, the list could be strengthened by adding a few more recent studies from the last five years to reflect ongoing research in the area of plant-based antimicrobials. This would help position the work within the current scientific conversation and show how it builds on or differs from recent findings.
	

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


	The Overall meaning of the manuscript is clear, but the clarity and the professionalism of the writing would  benefit from through proofreading particularly the abstract and discussion section
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