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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	Potential plants has a great role in save medicen when it used to treat the pathogenic bacteria as well as it has many direction could be expoliated to reduce and\or the growth of un microorganisim in diffrernt assayes. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Alternative tittle “impact of Neem (Azadirachta indica) and Papaya (Carica papaya) leaves on S. aureus virulence factors” 
	

	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 word “leaves” would be more accurate when you talk about two plants. 
-Add the measurments of inhibition zone for all exctracts and antibiotic included in study. When its available.  
	

	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.
-
	Many refrences are old and must be updated above 2015 if possible or some of them specially that used in dissussion. 
	

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

	
Yes 



	

	Optional/General comments

	
-When engade the result and discussion in one tittle you sould discuss each result just after the end of paragraph not like you gathered all in final paragraph lastly. 
-Some data are abscent like measurmets of inhibition zone for comparsion because you cant know from the sight only if you have differences btween ethanol and aqueous beside antibiotic. That advise for more scientific accurate purpose. 
- You used “Alike” many times in result section, try another sophisticated words you can find. 
- conclusion as separate tittle is more obvious unless it’s the policy of journal keep it as you like.  


	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No 
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