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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important clinical and microbiological issue by investigating biofilm formation and antibiotic resistance patterns of Pseudomonas aeruginosa isolated from infected wounds. Biofilm-associated resistance remains a major challenge in wound management, particularly in developing countries where antimicrobial misuse is prevalent. The study provides valuable regional epidemiological data that can aid clinicians in selecting appropriate empirical therapy. Additionally, the findings contribute to the growing body of evidence emphasizing the role of biofilms in treatment failure and chronic wound persistence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, The title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the objectives and findings of the study. It appropriately highlights the key elements of characterization, biofilm formation, and antibiotic resistance in Pseudomonas aeruginosa from wound infections.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured, covering the background, objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusion. However, minor repetition of numerical results (sample size and isolate counts) should be reduced for clarity. The conclusion could be slightly strengthened by briefly emphasizing the clinical implications of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design, laboratory methods, and data interpretation are appropriate and follow standard microbiological procedures. Antibiotic susceptibility testing was conducted according to CLSI guidelines, and biofilm detection was performed using a recognized phenotypic method. The results are logically presented and supported by relevant discussion and citations.
	

	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 largely recent, with several citations from 2023–2025. The inclusion of both classical and current literature strengthens the manuscript. No major additional references are required, though careful proofreading for minor citation formatting consistency is recommended.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical errors, typographical issues, and occasional repetition are present. A careful language editing and proofreading would further improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Figures and tables are relevant and support the results effectively.

  Some repetitions in the Results and Abstract sections should be minimized.

  Consistent spelling (e.g., “adhesion,” “susceptibility”) and uniform formatting are recommended.

  The discussion is informative but can be slightly condensed to avoid redundancy.
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