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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Paper title: Prevalence and antibiogram of klebsiella pneumoniae in urine and sputum specimen in Nasarawa state, Nigeria

   This paper presents a study on the prevalence of Klebsiella pneumoniae infections in three healthcare facilities in Nasarawa State, Nigeria, with a focus on antibiotic resistance. Below are suggested revisions to improve clarity, consistency, and readability.

Abstract and introduction: well organized and satisfactory. 

Materials and Methods: Provides both Clarity and Consistency.

Tables: Please ensure uniform column headers across tables and check for any redundant information. 

Results: cohesive and well discussed

Conclusion: If possible, please shorten the conclusion part.

References: well organized.


	

	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.


	yes
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	yes
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	It is valuable as it deals with a very important health issue and the way to treat the pathogenic bacteria in human patients
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	yes
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Proofreading, making sure about writing required style in paper and references, please.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall Suggestions:

    I recommend to accept this paper after some revisions, like format and proofreading; to enhance the clarity, coherence, and scientific rigor of the paper, making it more accessible to readers and researchers in the field.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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