
	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Microbiology and Biotechnology

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJMAB_14219

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Antibacterial Effects of Psidium guajava on Klebsiella pneumoniae Isolated from the Nasopharynx of Students of Alex Ekwueme-Federal University Ndufu-Alike, Ikwo, Ebonyi State, Nigeria.

	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.


	This study is of scientific importance because it demonstrates the antibacterial effects of Psidium guajava against Klebsiella pneumoniae, a bacterium of medical interest. The findings support the use of plant extracts as potential alternatives to antibiotics and provide valuable data for researchers in the field of medical microbiology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the article's title is appropriate and clearly reflects the study's content, specifying the type of plant used, the targeted bacteria, and the source of the bacterial isolates. Furthermore, the title is precise and directly related to the field of medical microbiology.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and covers the study's objectives, methodology, main findings, and conclusions in general. However, it is advisable to add brief information on the concentrations of the extracts used and the most important quantitative results to enhance the abstract's clarity. Secondary details can also be omitted to maintain brevity and focus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is generally scientifically sound, as it employs an appropriate methodology and analyzes the results logically. Furthermore, the study design aligns with the research objectives, and the findings are supported by the presented data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references used are sufficient and relevant to the study topic, and include appropriate scientific sources. However, it would be preferable to add some more recent references to studies that addressed the antibacterial activity of plant extracts, especially those from the last five years, to enhance the modernity of the study's theoretical framework.
	

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


	The article's English language is understandable and generally suitable for academic communication.
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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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