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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.


	The manuscript discusses the antimicrobial activity of a newly synthesized 1-(1- PHENYVINY)-benzimidazol-2-one and its derivative on selected microorganisms. This study is essential especially in the global prevalence of antibiotic resistance and the need to identify alternative methods. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 should also contain the minimum inhibition concentration method used in the study. Also, the results obtained so not directly imply that the compounds have activity on the organisms and could circumvent the antibacterial resistance caused by the isolates.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	Yes, but requires extensive editorial formatting
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introductory section should talk more of the organisms, their antimicrobial resistance, the compound and how it has been used in other literature. Also, how were the derivatives obtained. This should be stated in the method section. Moreso, if this was done in another lab it should be mentioned. The MIC method should be revised and should also mention the least concentration at which the bacteria were inhibited. Further, volume of sample impregnated in the disc should be stated as well as the concentration of the compounds. How was the MIC measured and validated given that colour interference affects absorbance rate?
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