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	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 manuscript is important to the scientific community because it provides empirical evidence supporting the potential of plant-based antimicrobials in addressing the growing challenge of antibiotic resistance associated with Klebsiella pneumoniae. By demonstrating the antibacterial activity of different solvent extracts of Psidium guajava leaves against nasopharyngeal isolates, the study strengthens the rationale for exploring traditional medicinal plants as alternative or complementary therapeutic options. The work also contributes valuable data on phytochemical profiles and solvent-dependent efficacy, which can guide future drug discovery and formulation research. Overall, these findings are relevant for microbiologists, pharmacologists, and public health researchers seeking sustainable strategies to combat antimicrobial resistance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is generally suitable because it clearly states the plant investigated, the target organism, the sample source, and the study population. It accurately reflects the scope and methodology of the work. However, the title is quite long and highly specific, which may reduce its impact and readability for a broader scientific audience.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly presents the background, aim, methodology, key results, and conclusion of the study. It effectively communicates the antibacterial potential of Psidium guajava leaf extracts against Klebsiella pneumoniae, and the major findings are supported by quantitative data, which strengthens its scientific value.

However, a few minor improvements could further enhance clarity and impact:

Suggested additions:

· Briefly state the number of bacterial isolates tested, as this provides readers with immediate context regarding the study scale.

· Include a short phrase highlighting the public health relevance, particularly in relation to antimicrobial resistance, to better emphasize the study’s significance.

· Optionally, mention that the study was conducted in vitro, to clearly define the experimental scope.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The study design, including bacterial isolation and identification using standard morphological and biochemical tests, is consistent with accepted microbiological practices for the characterization of Klebsiella pneumoniae. The preparation of aqueous, ethanol, and methanol extracts of Psidium guajava leaves, as well as the qualitative phytochemical screening, follows well-established protocols cited in the literature.

The antibacterial susceptibility testing using the agar well diffusion method is appropriate for preliminary in vitro evaluation of plant extracts, and the use of ciprofloxacin as a positive control strengthens the validity of the findings. The results are logically presented, internally consistent, and the conclusions are well supported by the data, particularly the observed concentration-dependent inhibitory effects and solvent-related differences in activity. Minor issues such as typographical errors, occasional repetition, and the absence of advanced analyses (e.g., MIC/MBC determination or molecular confirmation of isolates) do not undermine the scientific correctness of the study but rather represent areas for future improvement.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on the information provided, the current reference list appears adequate, covering key background on Psidium guajava phytochemistry and antimicrobial activity, as well as standard microbiological methods. However, the recency and breadth of references should be checked: many fields such as antimicrobial resistance and phytotherapy evolve rapidly, so including more recent studies (from the last 5 years) would strengthen the manuscript and demonstrate engagement with the latest literature.

Suggestions to improve the references

 Add more recent studies (e.g., 2020–2025) on:

· Antibacterial activity of Psidium guajava extracts against Gram-negative pathogens.

· Mechanisms of action of plant-derived compounds on bacterial cells.

· Current trends in alternative therapies addressing antimicrobial resistance.

· Standardization of plant extract preparation for reproducibility.


	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, as the writing is clear, formal, and uses appropriate scientific terminology throughout. The objectives, methods, results, and interpretations are communicated effectively, and the manuscript demonstrates a good command of discipline-specific language relevant to studies on Psidium guajava and Klebsiella pneumoniae.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely topic by exploring plant-based antibacterial agents in the context of increasing antimicrobial resistance, with a clear focus on Klebsiella pneumoniae. The study is well organized, and the methodology is clearly described, allowing for reproducibility. The inclusion of phytochemical screening alongside antibacterial assays provides a coherent link between bioactive constituents and observed antimicrobial effects, particularly for Psidium guajava leaf extracts.
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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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