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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 addresses the growing global challenge of antimicrobial resistance by focusing on the genetic support of Gram-negative bacilli encoding the blaNDM resistance gene. It provides valuable data on the prevalence and genetic location of this clinically significant gene in bacterial strains, contributing to a better understanding of resistance transmission. By highlighting the role of both plasmids and chromosomes in gene propagation, it offers important insights for surveillance and control strategies. The findings can inform public health interventions and guide future research on resistance mechanisms
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	Suggested alternative:
“Genetic Characterization of Gram-Negative Bacilli Encoding the blaNDM Resistance Gene”
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	The abstract is comprehensive but could be clearer. It should briefly include the main results, significance, and key conclusion. Adding specific data on prevalence and the significance of findings would strengthen it
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate, results are clearly presented, and statistical analysis supports the conclusions. Minor clarifications could improve flow and precision
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	Yes, the references are sufficient and include several recent studies. However, adding more recent global surveillance data or WHO AMR reports could further strengthen the background and discussion


	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires minor editing for grammar, clarity, and flow to meet standard scholarly communication quality
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	The study addresses a critical public health issue and provides valuable regional data on blaNDM gene distribution. Improving clarity in the abstract, refining language, and adding a few recent references would enhance its impact and readability
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