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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides evidence-based validation of Plastotoma africana as a potential antipneumonitic agent. By integrating antibacterial assays with phytochemical profiling and regression analysis, it advances methodological rigor. The findings contribute to combating antimicrobial resistance and support natural product-based drug discovery strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the study’s focus on natural product-based evidence and antipneumonitic potential. However, it could be more concise. Suggested alternative: “Antibacterial and Phytochemical Evaluation of Plastotoma africana as a Potential Antipneumonitic Agent.” This improves clarity, readability, and scientific precision. 
	

	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 comprehensive, covering objectives, methods, key results, and conclusions effectively. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the statistical approach (regression analysis) earlier and reducing excessive numerical detail. Including a clearer statement on novelty and practical implications would enhance its impact and readability for a broader audience. 
	

	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
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Ensure consistency in formatting of scientific names; Plastotoma africana should be italicized throughout the manuscript.

· Correct minor grammatical errors and improve sentence structure for clarity, particularly in the Introduction and Discussion sections.

· Standardize units and spacing (e.g., mg/mL, °C) across all tables and text.

· Avoid repetition of similar results in both text and tables; summarize key findings concisely.

· Improve table numbering and cross-referencing (some tables are inconsistently cited).

· Revise figure and table captions to be more descriptive and self-explanatory.

· Clarify some methodological steps, especially extraction and statistical analysis, for better reproducibility.

· Ensure all references are formatted according to the journal guidelines.

· Reduce excessive numerical detail in the abstract and highlight key findings instead.

· Perform thorough proofreading to eliminate typographical and punctuation errors.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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