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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 important and underexplored aspect of male infertility in sub-Saharan Africa by combining spermiological abnormalities with detailed bacteriological profiles and antimicrobial resistance patterns from semen cultures. The long study period and use of automated identification and susceptibility testing provide valuable epidemiological data from Guinea, where such information is scarce. The findings contribute to improved understanding of bacteriospermia and multidrug resistance in a reproductive health context and may help guide evidence-based antibiotic therapy in similar low-resource settings. Overall, the study has clear clinical and public health relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and accurately reflects the objectives, methodology, and scope of the study. It appropriately specifies the spermiological, bacteriological, and antibiotic resistance components as well as the study location.
	

	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 well structured, clearly presenting the aim, study design, methodology, key results, and conclusion. However, the following minor improvements are suggested:

Specify the criteria or standards used for interpreting antimicrobial susceptibility (e.g., CLSI or EUCAST).

Briefly mention the retrospective nature of the study as a limitation.

Consider slightly reducing numerical detail to improve readability.

Overall, the abstract adequately summarizes the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for a retrospective descriptive study. The use of the VITEK® 2 Compact system for bacterial identification and antimicrobial susceptibility testing is appropriate and strengthens the reliability of the results. Data presentation is logical, and the discussion is well supported by relevant literature.
	

	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 relevant, covering both classical and recent studies related to male infertility, bacteriospermia, and antimicrobial resistance. However:

Some references are relatively old; inclusion of more recent (last 5–7 years) studies on antimicrobial resistance in semen cultures would strengthen the manuscript.

Ensure consistency in reference formatting according to MRJI guidelines.

Grey literature (theses and decrees) should be clearly justified or supplemented with peer-reviewed sources where possible.
	

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


	The overall English language quality is acceptable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally clear and understandable. Nevertheless, minor grammatical errors, typographical issues, and occasional awkward phrasing are present. A careful language revision or professional proofreading is recommended to improve clarity and fluency, particularly in the Results and Discussion sections.
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