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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 manuscript is important in determining the validate the use of plant against microbial pathogenic activities and sustainability use it as alternative medicine in the future.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No; I suggest (Antimicrobial Assessment and In-silico Molecular Docking of Azadirachta indica (Neem) Leaf Extracts on some Multidrug Resistance Clinical Isolates from Iree Osun State, 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.


	The number of isolates taken in the research should be more to support the research scientifically and to support the conclusion reached by the researcher.
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	Yes, after major correction 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, taking into account the journal's style of writing references.
	

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


	Appropriate, taking into account that many scientific words have been changed.
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	The discussion needs to be more coherent and clearer (needs revision)
-The Key words need to be more (at least three). 

-The results were not explained in the results chapter, and neither Figures 1-4 nor Tables 1-5 were explained.

-The discussion needs to be more coherent and clearer (needs revision)
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