
	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Microbiology and Biotechnology

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJMAB_13661

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Phytochemical Composition and Health Benefits of Mulberry Plant Parts- A Review

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	The manuscript offers insightful information about the antibacterial activity of plant extracts against clinically significant pathogens, including Escherichia coli, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, and Staphylococcus aureus. This study adds to the expanding field of phytochemical-based antimicrobial drugs and is pertinent to the research communities of microbiology and pharmacognosy, given the growing worry of antimicrobial resistance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The organisms studied and the plant species employed are clearly stated in the title, which is descriptive. It is a little long, though. A shorter substitute that might be 'Antimicrobial Activity of Selected Plant Extracts Against Staphylococcus aureus, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, and Escherichia coli'.
	

	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 context, methodology, and findings are presented in a reasonably understandable abstract. To increase the impact of the results, it could be enhanced by adding precise quantitative data, such as Zone of Inhibition values.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The Introduction, Methods, Results, and Conclusion all make sense in the order of the manuscript. Although the subsections are suitable, there is room for improvement in how the results and commentary are integrated. It is necessary to elaborate on certain methodological specifics, such as extract concentrations and solvent controls.
Standard microbiological techniques were used, and the work has a solid scientific foundation. However, there are limitations in terms of phytochemical measurement, lack of minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) data, and reproducibility. The manuscript would be strengthened if these were addressed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although there are pertinent studies among the references, many of them are more than ten years old. More recent research on plant-derived antibiotics and green synthesis techniques (2015–2023) would be beneficial to include in the text.
	

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


	The English language can be understood, but it has to be moderately edited to make it more scholarly. Sentence clarity, grammar, and sporadic repetition are among the problems.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would benefit from a figure that shows how bioactive chemicals are distributed across the various portions of the mulberry plant. One strength is the explanation of safety and toxicity, but greater focus on clinical trials would improve applicability. The impact would be enhanced by a more robust conclusion that incorporates phytochemical richness with possible industrial applications (pharmaceuticals, cosmetics, and nutraceuticals).
The manuscript is thorough, well-written, and supported by science. It would be strengthened prior to publication, though, with the addition of comparable tables and figures, a few more recent references, and a little language polishing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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