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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 the growing global concern of antimicrobial resistance (AMR), particularly in resource-limited healthcare settings. By providing local antimicrobial susceptibility data from a Nigerian tertiary hospital, the study contributes valuable evidence for guiding empirical antibiotic therapy and strengthening antimicrobial stewardship programs. The findings highlight the continued in vitro effectiveness of carbapenems against clinical isolates, while also demonstrating significant resistance to commonly used cephalosporins.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Carbapenems Retain High in Vitro Activity against Clinical Bacterial Isolates in a Nigerian Tertiary Hospital: Implications for Antimicrobial Stewardship in a Resource-Limited Setting” is generally clear and informative.
	

	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 detailed and structured appropriately with background, objective, methods, results, and conclusion. It clearly describes the rationale and main findings of the study.

Suggestions
· The background section is somewhat lengthy and could be shortened to improve readability.
· The study period should be clearly stated in the methods.
· Key quantitative results (e.g., exact susceptibility percentages for major antibiotics) should be summarized more concisely.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and follows standard microbiological methods for bacterial identification and antimicrobial susceptibility testing using the Kirby–Bauer disc diffusion method in accordance with CLSI guidelines.
However, several issues should be addressed:
· The study period is not clearly mentioned in the methods section.
· The sample size (100 isolates) is relatively small and may limit generalizability.
· Inferential statistical analysis is absent, which limits deeper interpretation of differences in antibiotic susceptibility patterns.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited appear relevant to the topic of antimicrobial resistance and antibiotic stewardship. However, the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent references (2020–2024) on antimicrobial resistance trends and carbapenem resistance.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable; however, several grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and inconsistencies in terminology are present throughout the text. Some sentences are overly long and could be simplified to improve clarity.

Examples include:
· Inconsistent spelling (e.g., Eschericia coli instead of Escherichia coli)
· Typographical errors in tables
· Repetition of certain phrases in the introduction

	

	Optional/General comments


	The study contributes to the understanding of current resistance patterns and highlights the continued in vitro effectiveness of carbapenems compared to other commonly used antibiotics. Such findings are valuable for guiding empirical therapy and strengthening antimicrobial stewardship programs, particularly in resource-limited healthcare settings.
However, several issues should be addressed before the manuscript can be considered for publication. The manuscript requires careful language editing to correct grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and inconsistencies in bacterial nomenclature. Some tables are difficult to interpret due to formatting issues and inconsistent presentation of susceptibility data. Additionally, the study methodology would benefit from clearer reporting, including the study period and more detailed data analysis. The inclusion of more recent references related to antimicrobial resistance and carbapenem use would also improve the scientific context of the manuscript.
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