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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.


	This study can be a good study to add in the virulence and antimicrobial resistance trends related to Phylogenetic characterization of Klebsiella aerogenes if the study findings presented well and correlated appropriately. The study is not able to conclude anything important related to the outcomes or recommendations to healthcare professionals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the title is not appropriate.
Can be modified to: The phylogenetic study on pathogenicity and virulence of Klebsiella aerogenes
	

	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 structured but the subheadings are not appropriately described for example:: “This might represent the first Iraqi study demonstrates the presence of K. aerogenes in diabetic foot ulcers indicating the need for moreover studies”. What is the importance of first study on the subject?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	All of the sections need major revision and redrafting of methodology, results as well as conclusion including:
1) There is no mentioning about the ethical clearance in methodology

2) How sample size was calculated?

3) As swabs are not acceptable samples for culture what is the rationale behind taking these samples?

4) Why only Klebsiella aerogenes was included in the study?

5) Why only diabetic foot ulcer patients were included in the study?

6) Presentation of data is not appropriate. Unnecessary graphs have been included which can be replaced with single table to describe many parameters together.

7) Conclusion is not sufficient and do not describe the outcome of the study.

8) The references are not in Vancouver’s style.

9) The study is highlighting that” this study is first study from Iraq” at many places. Was this study planned only for the purpose of being first study?


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not written in Vancouver’s style.
	

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


	To some extent
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