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PART 1: Comments

	
	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 contributes valuable scientific evidence supporting the use of plant-based bioactive compounds as effective antibacterial agents against Vibrio parahaemolyticus, a major pathogen in aquaculture and seafood safety. By documenting the phytochemical profile and dose-dependent antibacterial activity of Psidium guajava leaf extracts, the work strengthens the growing body of research on sustainable alternatives to synthetic antibiotics. The findings are particularly significant in the context of rising antimicrobial resistance and environmental concerns associated with chemical therapeutics. Overall, this manuscript provides a scientific basis for further pharmacological, toxicological, and field-level studies
aimed at developing eco-friendly disease management strategies in aquaculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Alternative Title Suggested: Phytochemical Composition and In Vitro Antibacterial Activity of Ethanolic Leaf Extract of Psidium guajava Against Vibrio parahaemolyticus
	

	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 clear and comprehensive, effectively presenting the aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, it could be strengthened by briefly stating the study’s significance, particularly in relation to antibiotic resistance and aquaculture applications. Inclusion of a key quantitative outcome or extract concentration range would enhance scientific clarity. Overall, only minor refinement is suggested, and no major deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and correct. The study design, methodology, and interpretation of results are appropriate and consistent with standard practices in phytochemical screening and in vitro antibacterial assays. The use of ethanolic extraction, qualitative phytochemical analysis, and the disc diffusion method is well established and suitable for evaluating antibacterial activity against Vibrio parahaemolyticus. The conclusions are logically supported by the results and remain within the scope of in
vitro experimentation, making the manuscript scientifically valid with only minor scope for refinement.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Minor Suggestions for Improvement
1. Remove duplication
· Fakoya & Emmanuel (2020) appears twice; one entry should be removed.
2. Strengthen Vibrio-specific antibacterial focus (optional)
· Adding 1–2 more recent (last 5 years) references specifically on plant extracts against Vibrio parahaemolyticus would further enhance relevance.
3. Standardize formatting
· Ensure uniform capitalization of journal names and consistency in DOI/URL presentation to match journal guidelines.
	

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

	Optional/General comments
	The paper's importance is appreciated, but it requires minor improvements to be accepted. Author, complete all changes mentioned in the review form for paper acceptance.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Nil
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Nil
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
"I hereby state that I do not have any conflict of interest as a reviewer."
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript ( Highest: 10 Lowest: 0 )

Guideline:
Accept As It Is: (>9-10) Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8) Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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