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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.


	This study is mainly focused on the medicinal uses of Azadirachta indica (Neem) oil and its antibacterial activity particularly against MDR pathogens,that too concentrated more on MRSA and ESBL bacteria, making the research more essential for current medicinal science. Bacteria are becoming resistance against the currently used potential antibiotics making it more difficult to eradicate, this current research outlines and clears the problem by exhibiting the antibacterial, anti-inflammatory and antibiofilm activities of neem oil. The research is well structured by demonstrating MIC, MBC of neem oil and its efficacy against such MRSA and ESBL pathogens, it also restricts the formation of biofilm and inflammation. Hence based on these findings it can be said that herbal formulations can act as a better alternative for the current antibiotics to treat drug resistant pathogens with minimal or no side effects. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Though the title is well suited for the current research work, it is too lengthy, hence if possible, the author can change a concise 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.


	The abstract is fairly comprehensive and well-structured with background, aim, methodology and results. The abstract can be made more powerful and attracting by adding the quantitative result data like MBC/MIC values, biofilm inhibition values. A little restructuring with these modifications will make it more effective.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically well structured, and specifying about the antibiofilm, antibacterial and its quantitative analysis by MIC/MBC. Also, all the data are correlated and well presented with statistical analysis in the conclusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are completely sufficient and are taken from recent researches. It can be made more impactful by adding few references from high-impact journals.
	

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


	Yes, the language used in this manuscript is up to the level of scholarly publication. It can be improved further by making little Grammer corrections and use of consistent terminologies
	

	Optional/General comments


	Well-structured and well-designed research, for the current scenario to overcome the MDR pathogens. It can be made more effective by doing little language corrections
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