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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 authors have written a short research article titled, "Point prevalence survey with the Global PPS tool and antimicrobial use and resistance at Albert Royer National Children’s Hospital, Dakar – Senegal" where they have presented the Global Point Prevalence Survey (Global-PPS) as a standardized tool for measuring and monitoring antimicrobial prescribing and resistance worldwide. We know that global antimicrobial stewardship efforts have primarily focused on inpatient settings, since antimicrobial use surveillance and stewardship are often more feasible in controlled and confined hospital settings than in the more heterogeneous and resource-limited outpatient setting. Although most antibiotics are prescribed in outpatient settings, many currently available tools and methodologies for the surveillance of (global) antimicrobial use are mostly concentrated on inpatient care. Recently, there have been studies on development and assessment of the outpatient module of the Global-PPS as a standardized approach for measuring outpatient antimicrobial prescribing. Moreover, some literature show that Global-PPS developed a standardized tool to measure outpatient antimicrobial prescribing patterns. In particular, this study states that all seven clinical departments of the hospital were included in the survey, corresponding to 108 functional beds, with a bed occupancy rate of 75.9% (82/108). A total of 54 patients (65.9%) were receiving antimicrobial therapy at the time of the survey, including 6 patients (11.1%) treated for healthcare-associated infections. In summary, it was claimed that regular participation in Global-PPS surveys will allow ongoing monitoring and benchmarking of prescribing practices, contributing to national and regional AMR control efforts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
No, the title of the article does not seem suitable.	

To make it is descriptive, direct, accurate, appropriate, interesting, concise, precise, unique, which not mislead the readers authors can follow the mentioned suggestions:
The title do not match with the scope. From the title it can be said that the study will discuss the antibiotic resistance, but actually, the results of resistance are too much descriptive. Actual results are minimal. Detailed antibiogram or rate of resistance are not clearly defined. An antibiogram is a report generated from antimicrobial or antifungal susceptibility test results that lists the percent of organisms isolated that are susceptible to the antimicrobial agents tested. The antibiogram typically includes data from a single health care facility or health system and is from a defined time frame. Simply put, it is a display of a facility’s pathogens and susceptibilities. An antibiogram is different from the antimicrobial susceptibility profile of an organism reported with an individual patient’s microbiology culture results.

However, actual scope and available data can be presented by the title such as “Point Prevalence Survey of Antimicrobial Use in a Pediatric Hospital in Senegal Using the Global-PPS Tool”
	

	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 is comprehensive. 
The single-paragraph format combines all information into one cohesive paragraph. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is almost scientifically correct. The organization and anatomy of the scientific manuscript enlisting the essential features have been kept in mind by the authors while writing a manuscript. But some shortcomings of this paper are mentioned below.

1. Sample size or statistical power are not clearly highlighted.
2. How HAIs were diagnosed? Please mention in the methodology section. 
3. Authors could mention how pathogen susceptibility categorization was done.
4. Only the list of isolated organisms are not sufficient in such studies, antibiogram could be involved. 
5. Please mention if Indications vs compliance for Overuse of Broad-Spectrum Antibiotics align with any national or the WHO guidelines.
6. Confidence intervals / standard deviation are not presented 
7. In the conclusion, only results have been repeated. Please include limitations and future directions in this section. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. The referencing provides evidence to support the assertions and claims in the authors’ assignments. By citing experts in the field, the authors are showing their marker that they are aware of the field in which they are operating. 
However, some references do not have appropriate full journal names. Authors need to correct the issue. 
	

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

	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
However, to make sure that the language is Concrete and specific, rather than ambiguous, Concise, rather than verbose, Familiar, instead of obscure, Precise and clear, ensuring there are no inaccuracies or ambiguity, Constructive, rather than destructive, and Appropriately formal, the author can rectify the long sentences which are not clear. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	I suggest the author to consider these comments, suggestions, and questions and revise their article accordingly. 
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	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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