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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.


	This manuscript addresses an increasingly critical public-health concern by providing localized surveillance data on antimicrobial resistance (AMR) patterns in wound infections across inpatient and outpatient settings. The stratification of resistance trends by age, sex, and clinical setting adds meaningful granularity and enhances the translational relevance of the findings for antimicrobial stewardship programs. The large sample size and multi-center dataset strengthen the reliability of the reported resistance trends and support evidence-based empirical prescribing in similar healthcare contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the core scope of the study (surveillance, AMR, wound infections). However, there appears to be a typographical error (“Datase”), and the title could better highlight the stratified analysis and multicenter nature of the dataset.
	

	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 clearly structured, and it summarizes the background, methods, results, and conclusions in a logical manner. The inclusion of stratified AMR findings by demographic and clinical variables is a strength and aligns well with the study objectives
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of:

study design (retrospective cross-sectional, multi-center)

clearly described inclusion/exclusion criteria

appropriate microbiological methods (CLSI-based AST, QC strains)

meaningful stratified statistical comparisons
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	Minor recommendations:

Ensure consistent formatting style across all references.

Consider adding:

recent WHO or GLASS AMR surveillance publications

region-specific AMR epidemiology papers (if available)

literature on stewardship interventions in wound care settings
	

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


	some minor English-language and formatting issues should be revised:

typographical and spacing errors (e.g., punctuation around citations, extra spaces)

inconsistent capitalization of organism names

minor grammatical corrections in some sentences
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