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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 addresses a critical public health issue regarding the hygiene of living environments in tertiary institutions, specifically focusing on bed linens as reservoirs for pathogens. Given the rising concern over antimicrobial resistance (AMR), the study provides valuable data on the prevalence of multi-drug resistant bacteria (e.g., Bacillus spp., Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staphylococcus aureus) in student hostels. The findings highlight the correlation between laundry habits and microbial load, which is essential for developing evidence-based hygiene guidelines for educational institutions. Furthermore, the isolation of significant pathogens from personal linens underscores the potential for indirect disease transmission within crowded student accommodations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the objectives and scope of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive and covers the background, methods, results, and conclusion effectively. However, I suggest including the specific p-value indicating statistical significance for the difference in bacterial load between bed sheets and pillowcases to strengthen the summary of results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is generally sound; however, there are minor technical corrections needed:
1. In the Materials and Method section under "Isolation and characterization of bacteria," the text states "The plates were incubated at 24oC at 37oC." This appears to be a typographical error. It should likely specify the incubation duration (e.g., 24 hours) at 37°C.
2. The statistical analysis section mentions using SPSS version 27, which is appropriate.
3. Please clarify if the specific ethical clearance number/reference was obtained from the Institutional Review Board, as this is standard for research involving human subjects (even if samples are environmental).
	

	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 generally recent, ranging from 2018 to 2024. They adequately support the background and discussion.
	

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


	The English is generally understandable but requires minor proofreading to meet high scholarly standards.
Example: In Table 3 caption, "And the different is statistically significant" should be corrected to "And the difference is statistically significant."
There are occasional phrasing issues in the Discussion (e.g., "The male hostels, have a very poor hygiene practice whereby they always jump on any available bed...") that could be rephrased for a more formal tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study provides useful data. It would be beneficial if the authors included a brief Limitations section in the Discussion to acknowledge factors such as the self-reported laundry habits or the inability to determine viability vs. culturability in the swabbing process.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Yes. While the text mentions "voluntary participation of students with informed consent," the manuscript does not explicitly state that ethical approval was obtained from an Institutional Ethics Committee (IEC) or Review Board prior to the study. For research involving human subjects (students) and data collection from their personal living spaces, formal ethical clearance is mandatory. The authors must include the ethical approval number in the methodology section.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues were detected.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism suspected.
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