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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 manuscript provides current data on Staphylococcus aureus bacteremia in a resource-limited hospital setting, a topic with limited recent documentation. It highlights the high burden of MRSA and multidrug resistance, offering essential information for clinicians and public health policymakers. The findings support the need for strengthened infection control and more effective antibiotic stewardship. This work fills a local knowledge gap and contributes valuable data to the global understanding of S. aureus bacteremia.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested alternative - Burden and Resistance Characteristics of Staphylococcus aureus Bacteremia at Bogodogo University Hospital, 2024
	

	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 clear and coherent, but it can be improved to make it more complete and more aligned with standard journal expectations. The main issue is that it summarizes methods and results well, but it lacks clinical significance, does not specify key resistance findings enough, and does not highlight the public health importance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate study design, laboratory methods, and resistance analyses that align with accepted standards and match regional and global trends. The interpretation of MRSA prevalence and multidrug resistance is accurate. To strengthen the work, the authors should briefly define resistance phenotypes such as MLSB, KT, and KTG, add a short statement on clinical significance, include a concise limitations section, and clearly mention ethical approval.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and include several recent and relevant studies—many from 2021 to 2025, which strengthens the manuscript. They adequately cover global epidemiology, MRSA prevalence, pathogenesis, and regional African data.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language is understandable but not yet fully appropriate for scholarly communication. Several grammatical errors, inconsistent verb tenses, and awkward sentence constructions appear throughout the text. These issues do not undermine the scientific content, but they do affect clarity and flow. Some sentences are overly long or repetitive, and a few transitions between ideas could be smoother. With thorough editing to correct grammar, improve phrasing, and refine readability, the manuscript can meet the standards expected in academic publishing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There are no major ethical concerns in the scientific content itself, but one important point is missing. Because this was a prospective study involving patient samples and clinical data, the manuscript should clearly state that ethical approval was obtained and that patient confidentiality was protected. The absence of an ethics statement is the only ethical issue.
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