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	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 provides significant insights into the prevalence, risk factors, and antimicrobial resistance patterns of methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) among pregnant women, particularly in the context of a Nigerian hospital. It sheds light on the alarming prevalence of MRSA in this vulnerable group, highlighting the potential risks posed to both maternal and fetal health. Furthermore, the study offers valuable data on the antimicrobial resistance profile, which is crucial for guiding effective treatment protocols and antimicrobial stewardship. By focusing on a region with limited prior research on this topic, the study fills an important gap and provides foundational knowledge that can inform public health strategies and hospital infection control measures in similar settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could be slightly refined for clarity and conciseness, for example:
Prevalence, Risk Factors, and Antimicrobial Susceptibility of Methicillin-Resistant Staphylococcus aureus Among Pregnant Women at Mater Hospital, Nigeria.
	

	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 of the article provides a solid overview of the study, covering key components such as the aim, methods, results, and conclusions. However, there are areas where the abstract could be made more comprehensive or clearer. Here are some suggestions:

Suggestions for Improvement:

Clarify the Study's Aim:

The abstract mentions the aim of determining the risk factors, prevalence, and antimicrobial susceptibility patterns of MRSA in urine samples of pregnant women, but it could emphasize the significance of focusing on this particular group (pregnant women) and the potential implications for maternal and fetal health.

Suggested revision: "The aim of this study was to assess the risk factors, prevalence, and antimicrobial susceptibility patterns of methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) in urine samples from pregnant women attending ante-natal clinics at Mater Hospital, Afikpo, Ebonyi State, Nigeria."

Detail on Methodology:

While the abstract describes the basic methodology, it could benefit from a brief mention of the methods used for antimicrobial susceptibility testing, as this is a crucial part of the study.

Suggested addition: "Antimicrobial susceptibility was assessed using the disc diffusion method, in accordance with Clinical Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI) guidelines."

Expand on the Results:

The results are mentioned but could be slightly more explicit about the findings, especially the specific prevalence rates and resistance patterns of MRSA.

Suggested revision: "Of the 150 urine samples analyzed, 61 (40.7%) were positive for S. aureus, and 20 (36%) were found to be MRSA. S. aureus was highly resistant to common antibiotics, including oxacillin (97%) and ceftriaxone (100%), with imipenem showing the least resistance (61%)."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the scientific content is correct, some minor adjustments can enhance the manuscript. For example, providing more detailed information about the molecular techniques used to confirm MRSA (such as PCR or gene sequencing) could improve the robustness of the study and further validate the results.

Additionally, referencing more recent studies or global data on MRSA prevalence and resistance patterns could help contextualize the findings within the broader scientific literature.
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	The references are generally adequate
	

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


	The language quality is generally suitable, but with some revisions for grammar
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