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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 an underexplored but relevant public health issue by highlighting bed linens in student hostels as potential reservoirs of pathogenic and multidrug-resistant bacteria. The findings contribute to environmental and applied microbiology by linking hygiene practices, laundering frequency, and microbial burden in communal living spaces. The documentation of antimicrobial resistance among isolates further strengthens its relevance in the context of global antimicrobial resistance surveillance. Overall, the study provides baseline data useful for infection control policies in student accommodations, particularly in low- and middle-income settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the scope of the study. However, it can be improved for clarity and grammatical accuracy.
Suggested alternative:
“Isolation, Characterization, and Antimicrobial Resistance Profile of Bacteria from Bed Linens Used by Tertiary Students in Hostels”
	

	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 largely comprehensive and covers the objectives, methods, key findings, and conclusions. However, it is relatively long and contains some methodological details (e.g., software used) that could be minimized. It is recommended to briefly clarify the study design and setting and to streamline numerical details while emphasizing the public health implication and antimicrobial resistance findings more clearly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in concept and methodology, employing standard microbiological techniques for isolation, identification, and antimicrobial susceptibility testing. The study design and analyses are appropriate for the stated objectives. Minor issues include inconsistencies in organism naming, typographical errors, and some overgeneralized interpretations in the discussion, which should be corrected to strengthen scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include both foundational and recent studies relevant to microbial contamination of textiles and antimicrobial resistance. Most key citations are up to date. However, the manuscript would benefit from citing more peer-reviewed international studies on antimicrobial resistance in community or hostel settings, rather than relying partly on web-based health articles.
	

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


	The language is understandable but requires substantial editing for grammar, sentence structure, consistency, and academic tone. Several sections contain typographical errors, repetition, and informal expressions that are not suitable for scholarly communication. Professional language editing is strongly recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript investigates bacterial contamination and antimicrobial resistance patterns of bed sheets and pillowcases used by tertiary students in hostel settings, addressing an important but often overlooked public health concern. The study is relevant to environmental microbiology and infection control, particularly in communal living environments where hygiene practices may facilitate microbial transmission. The findings, including the recovery of potentially pathogenic and multidrug-resistant bacteria, provide useful baseline data that may inform hygiene policies in student hostels.

The study design and microbiological methods employed are generally appropriate and scientifically acceptable. Standard culture, biochemical identification, and antimicrobial susceptibility testing procedures were used, and the results are clearly presented. However, minor methodological clarifications are needed, particularly regarding incubation conditions, statistical reporting, and consistency in organism nomenclature. Some interpretations in the discussion would benefit from a more cautious tone and stronger linkage to existing literature.

The title is relevant but could be refined for clarity and grammatical accuracy. The abstract is comprehensive but should be streamlined to emphasize key findings and public health implications while minimizing excessive methodological detail. References are largely sufficient and reasonably current, though inclusion of more recent peer-reviewed international studies on antimicrobial resistance in non-hospital environments would strengthen the manuscript.

Overall, the manuscript addresses a meaningful topic and has scientific merit. With improvements in language quality, clarity, and minor methodological consistency, the study would be a valuable contribution to the literature on environmental hygiene and public health microbiology.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical concerns are evident in the manuscript. The study involved non-invasive sampling of bed linens and indicates voluntary participation with informed consent. However, the authors should explicitly state that ethical approval was obtained from an appropriate institutional ethics committee (or that it was deemed exempt) and clarify how participant confidentiality and anonymity were ensured.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	There are no apparent competing interests disclosed or implied in the manuscript. It is recommended that the authors include a formal “Conflict of Interest” statement explicitly declaring the absence of competing interests.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Based on the content provided, there is no clear evidence of plagiarism. The manuscript cites relevant sources, and no verbatim copying is immediately apparent. A routine plagiarism screening using standard similarity-detection software is still recommended as part of the journal’s editorial process, but no specific proofs or web links suggesting plagiarism can be identified at this time.
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Overall Mark: 7.5 / 10

Recommendation: Major Revision

Justification:
The manuscript addresses a relevant public health and microbiological issue and demonstrates acceptable scientific methodology with meaningful findings, particularly regarding bacterial contamination and antimicrobial resistance in student hostels. However, substantial improvements are required in language quality, clarity of presentation, consistency in scientific reporting, and refinement of the abstract and discussion. These issues are correctable, and with careful revision, the manuscript has the potential to be suitable for publication.
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