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	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.


	The manuscript is important because it provides data about antibiotic susceptibilities, as antibiotic resistance is a major public health issue in this era. Also, it will help in evidence based empirical therapy in burn patients. I appreciate authors interest in this topic.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Instead of antibacterial activities, terms like, antibacterial susceptibilities or sensitivities or antibiogram are more suitable terms reflecting the scope of study 
	

	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.


	Abstract section is good and shows a good summary of article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Authors used age brackets, what is the purpose of dividing into these age brackets?
Authors showed in result section that, ‘age groups 20–28 (30), 29–37 (32), and 38–46 (28) recorded the highest number of isolates’. This is not supported statistically?

Cultures were collected more in these age groups, will automatically have more number of isolates. Other age groups, like 0-9 only 5 cultures and above 56 only 13 cultures less than half of above mentioned age brackets.

Sample size is 115, and isolate organisms were 135, there must be cultures with more than one isolates. There is no mention of such cultures and their patterns.

There are no isolates of no growth. Is it a co-incidence? Due small sample size? Or every burn wound is infected?

The antibiotics sensitivities checked are very few, what about antibiotics like piperacillin, meropenem, tigycycline etc. Are they not checked?

In discussion section some references are about 10 years old (2014, 2015, 2016). There are new sensitivities patterns over the years in other countries. If authors can review some recent literature on this topic.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not in Vancouver style and are old references in discussion section. 
	

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


	The language is fine. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Muhammad Rehan, Shaheed Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto Medical University, Pakistan
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

