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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 work provides good insights to the scientific interest in exploring invertebrate derived antimicrobial agents as potential alternatives to address the issues of antibiotic resistance. By analysing the bactericidal activity of Perionyx excavatus extract and coelomic fluid, this study focused to our understanding of naturally existing bioactive substances that may have therapeutic value.

The potential for developing antimicrobial substances by earthworms is further supported by the discovery of several physiologically significant molecules using GC-MS analysis.

Overall, this work reflects earthworms as an underutilized but promising source of new bioactive compounds and contributes crucial foundational data to the field of bioprospecting. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable but it would beneficial if you can change is somewhat like;
Antibacterial activity of earthworm extract and coelomic fluid of Perionyx excavatus
	

	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 is not fully comprehensive. Can see some clarity issues, grammatical issues, and does not present the methodology or findings in a structured, concise manner. Some sentences are fragmented or repetitive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not fully scientifically sound and need some amendments to meet acceptable scientific standards. The necessary changes are mentioned with track changes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are partially enough, but many references are more than 10-20 years old. Even though, some recent articles are included, lack of new studies reduces the scientific strength of the literature review. 
	

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


	Few grammatical mistakes, long sentences with lack of clarity and issues in scientific communication are addressed via the attached manuscript. Substantial editing is needed in those areas towards publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	No
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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 detail)

Yes. 
But only some journals require ethical approval document for research involving live organisms. But some journals do not bother about ethical clearance document or statement as earthworms are invertebrates. So it is totally depends on the journal’s requirement. 
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