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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 paper is important because it contains new data regarding prevalence resistance profiles and genetic mechanisms of ESBL-producing Klebsiella pneumoniae in Keffi Nigeria. That highlights antimicrobial stewardship needs while adding to global awareness of multidrug resistance for diagnostic therapeutics and policy decisions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable for provided article. As it covers the entire detailing for the manuscript and it is a short and innovative title.
	

	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 is informative and organized, it could be even more thorough. I'd recommend stating the sample size along with the methods used for phenotypic and genotypic detection as well as any important statistical results to give audience a more concrete synopsis of the study overall. I would also include a brief statement regarding public health implications of study potentially using findings to guide antibiotic therapy in patients or to inform hospital infection control policies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically correct. Study is well-based and used suitable methods for phenotypic and genotypic characterization of ESBL-producing Klebsiella pneumoniae and results were clearly presented. Interpretations were correlated with data and discussion does well in making connections to other literature. With minor adjustments being made such as elaboration of statistical analyses and making sure that all aspects of methods (for instance controls used in molecular assays) are described for reproducibility manuscript would be improved. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references sufficient but few more can be added with the 2000 to 2015 studies.
	

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


	Yes, It aligns perfectly with the manuscript.
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