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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.

	This manuscript explains the investigation of the microbial, antifungal, and cytotoxic activities of several chemically modified uridine derivatives. The study contributes to ongoing research efforts aimed at discovering new antimicrobial agents to combat increasing microbial resistance, which is a major global health challenge.
	

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

	Yes 
	

	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 abstract clearly describes the antimicrobial and cytotoxic evaluation of the synthesized uridine derivatives and identifies the most active compounds. However, the methodological approaches could be presented more clearly by briefly mentioning the key techniques used in the study, such as the disc diffusion method, food poison technique, and the brine shrimp lethality assay. In addition, the concluding part of the abstract could further highlight the potential application of these compounds in antimicrobial drug discovery. 
	

	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	Many of the references in the manuscript are outdated. Including more recent studies (2018–2025) would help improve the relevance and scientific context of the work.
	

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

	
The manuscript requires several grammatical and spelling corrections to improve clarity and readability. For example: 
“theytoo have becomein efficacious in due course”
“Infectious diseases worldwide have been known to beacause of morbidity, disability and mortality.”
“Rhizophers nigricans”.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The antimicrobial activity of the compounds was evaluated only using the disc diffusion method. While this method is useful for initial screening, it does not provide detailed information about the actual strength of the antimicrobial activity. Including minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) values would give a clearer and more quantitative understanding of the effectiveness of the synthesized compounds.

The manuscript reports inhibition zone measurements and percentage inhibition values; however, no statistical analysis is presented. Information such as standard deviation, standard error, or significance testing would help confirm the reliability of the results and allow better interpretation of the differences between the tested compounds.
The manuscript lacks a detailed statistical analysis that is necessary to validate the significance of the results. Some methods, like preparation of the test solutions and concentration calculations, require clearer descriptions; also, the discussion section could be strengthened by providing a more detailed comparison with previous studies.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)
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