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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.


	Yes, this manuscript is very important due to contributing the potential of Stevia rebaudiana-associated endophytic fungi as novel sources of antimicrobial agents. Further, this finding adds our understanding of plant–microbe interactions in drug discovery.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I would like to to slightly refine it. An alternative title suggested: Antimicrobial and β-Lactamase Inhibitory Activities of Stevia rebaudiana-Associated Endophytic Fungi Against Multidrug-Resistant Staphylococcus aureus. 

It is grammatically correct and concise. Use plural (fungi) which matches your study.

	

	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, it is comprehensive. The objective, methodology, resuls, and conclusion are included.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, scientifically it is correct. The author worked correctly in microbiology started by isolation, screening antimicrobial activity, molecular identification and  profiling active compounds by doing extraction, GC-MS, FTIR and AdMET parameters.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I think it is not sufficient; however it is recent due to 11 of 16 references (68.75%) published <10 yr. Additional reference suggested:
· Bajhal, S., Seenivasan, B., Arockiaraj, J., & Sundaramurthy, A. (2025). Antimicrobial Potentials of Haliclona fibulata Derived Compounds for Combatting Drug‐Resistant Bacterial Infections in Zebrafish Model. Chemistry & Biodiversity, 22(5), e202402717.
· Jung, I. G., Jeong, J. Y., Yum, S. H., & Hwang, Y. J. (2022). Inhibitory effects of selected medicinal plants on bacterial growth of methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus. Molecules, 27(22), 7780.
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