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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 describes a solvent-free microwave-assisted synthesis of substituted 2-(1H-benzimidazol-2-yl) benzoic acid derivatives using a recyclable PPA-SiO₂ catalyst, followed by antimicrobial evaluation. The integration of green chemistry principles with biological screening is relevant and aligns with sustainable synthetic methodologies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should be modified as “Solvent-Free Microwave-Assisted Green Synthesis and Antimicrobial Evaluation of Substituted 2-(1H-Benzimidazol-2-yl) Benzoic Acids Using Recyclable PPA-SiO₂ Catalyst”
	

	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 structured. However, the following improvements are suggested:

1. Include specific yield ranges (%) to quantify efficiency.

2. Mention the most active compound explicitly (e.g., nitro derivative).

3. Include representative MIC values to strengthen scientific impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically sound; however, some concerns need attention:

1. Minor typographical and spectral inconsistencies (e.g., incorrect FTIR frequency such as 28450 cm⁻¹).

2. Some NMR assignments lack complete coupling constant details.

3. Mechanistic explanation is standard and needs stronger literature correlation.

4. Antimicrobial mechanism discussion is without experimental validation.

5. Statistical treatment (standard deviation/error bars) is missing in biological data.
	

	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?


	The language is understandable but requires moderate editing for:

· Grammar corrections

· Removal of repetition

· Correction of typographical errors

· Improved sentence flow in Results and Discussion
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Include comparison with previously reported yields and reaction times in tabular form.

  Provide catalyst recyclability data (number of cycles with % yield retention).

  Add statistical analysis to antimicrobial results.

  Improve figure quality and labeling consistency.

  Clarify discrepancy between MIC and zone of inhibition interpretation.
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