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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	The manuscript addresses an important and timely topic: antimicrobial resistance (AMR) in ICU versus non-ICU settings in Gujarat, India. The study is based on a well-defined state-level surveillance network and provides meaningful insights for infection control and antimicrobial stewardship. The methodology is generally sound, and the results are clearly presented, with appropriate statistical analysis. The inclusion of ICU-specific antibiograms adds value and practical applicability. However, I have few comments from the author.

· Do the aggregate counts represent unique patient isolates, or could multiple isolates from the same patient be included?

· Were any measures taken to de-duplicate repeated isolates?

· Why were only E. coli, K. pneumoniae, and S. aureus selected for ICU vs. IPD comparisons?

· Are these isolates representative of the overall ICU and non-ICU populations across hospitals?

· Were all hospitals using standardized testing platforms, CLSI versions, and interpretive criteria?

· Were multiple comparisons considered, and if so, was any correction applied?

· Under what conditions was Fisher’s exact test used instead of chi-square?

· For antibiotics with no significant ICU-IPD differences, could high baseline resistance obscure unit-specific trends?

· How should clinicians prioritize empiric therapy in non-ICU settings given high cephalosporin and fluoroquinolone resistance?

Once these points are addressed, the manuscript will be suitable for publication and makes a meaningful contribution to antimicrobial resistance surveillance literature.
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