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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.


	As the author has stated antibiotics like fluoroquinolones and cephalosporins have historically been used to manage E. coli infections, however, the alarming rise of antimicrobial resistance has diminished the reliability of these drugs, prompting a search for alternative strategies. A product like Murraya koenigii offer a promising avenue for exploration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	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.


	It seems like it can be improved if there are numerical data added along with results. It will be more convincing that way to the audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Methods: Addition of sub-sections to methods will be helpful to understand the information with clarity. For example, sample collection and preparation, extract preparation, animal preparation, antimicrobial activity, etc.

Results and discussion: 
· Results for signs of infection such as lethargy and diarrhea to confirm infection and bacteria isolation and identification are not provided.

· X and Y-axis are not defined in Figure 1. A figure should be created in a way that it becomes self-explanatory. It is not clear what the coloured bars present.
· Table 2 suggests 200 mg/kg as high dosage and Table 3 suggests 400 mg/kg as low dosage. This is different from what has been presented in methods. Please correct at applicable places.

· Word count for this section seems to be lesser than required.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are majorly recent except for Ref 6 which is of 2008. It will be better to replace it with more recent reference.
Additionally, each result has been supported by one reference as discussion which seems insufficient. Kindly use at least 2-3 references to support each result. 
	

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


	There are many grammatical mistakes in the paper related to incorrect tense usage, non-capitalization of proper nouns, incorrect usage of commas, space, incorrect subject-verb agreement, and typographical errors.
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