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	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 sheds light on a deeply important issue — the safety of milk preparations given to newborns in a hospital setting. By revealing the presence of harmful bacteria and their resistance to antibiotics, it brings attention to the hidden risks in neonatal care, especially for fragile infants. The study emphasizes the need for better hygiene and monitoring practices to protect newborns from preventable infections. It’s a timely and necessary contribution to improving infant health and hospital safety.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	- Lactate preparations" is confusing — does it mean “milk-based preparations

-Title is too long and contain unclear phrase containing, ‘Of’ in repetitive manner. 
I suggest, that it might be like, Evaluation of Bacterial Contamination Risk in Milk Preparations and Antibiotic Resistance Patterns in the Neonatal Unit of Treichville University Hospital, Côte d'Ivoire
	

	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 should focus on the actual investigation — microbial contamination and antibiotic resistance.
-Study design is mentioned but not described. Please mention the study properly. 

- Please correct the place and duration of study mentioned in the abstract part
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it sounds well, but below are the suggestion and errors that need be correct, like;
· There’s a claim of “considerable resistance to the majority of antibiotics,” but some data contradict this. For example, “100% sensitivity to imipenem” for certain strains, this needs better discussion.
· ESBL percentages vary between 35% and other comparative studies, but no confidence intervals or statistical tests are provided to validate these comparisons.
· It is suggested to please write in italic all the bacterial names throughout the manuscript. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I suggest to please add few recent references not old than 5 years. 
	

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


	Yes, good but needs grammatically improvement like,
· “The nostrils of kitchen staff” → “nasal cavities” or “nasal swabs from kitchen staff.”
· “A single storage area for milk preparations.” — This sentence fragment lacks context; suggest combining with the previous sentence.
· Use of “cfu/ml” instead of standard format “CFU/mL”. Also, scientific notation should use “× 10^x” rather than “.104”.

· Incorrect spelling of antibiotic names: “Mac Forland” should be “McFarland”; “furantoin”
	

	Optional/General comments


	-Titles like “material and methods” and “results and discussion” should begin with capital letters.

-Misuse of periods in numeric values: e.g., “3.6.104 cfu/ml” should be “3.6 × 10⁴ CFU/mL”.

-Sentence fragments such as “Any sensitivity to imipenem, meropenem, norfloxacin, furantoin, tigecycline and chloramphenicol.” — lacks a verb.

-"Milk containing milk" in Section 2.1.1. This is a tautological phrase and should be corrected.

-Repetitive mentions like “Table 1” twice in a row.
-The study period varies between “November 2017 to May 2018” and “March 2018 to April 2018” — this contradiction needs resolution.

- Please incorporate reference to specific legal thresholds or food microbiology standards.

- It is kindly suggested to include p-values or confidence intervals where comparative statements are made.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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