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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 is important for the current microbial secnerio.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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.


	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and logically structured as it has the description about Diabetic foot wound infection by emphasizing the role of klebsiella pneumoniae.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Several recent references (2020–2025) are included
· some classical and foundational references (e.g., Podschun & Ullmann, 1998; Paczosa & Mecsas, 2016) are appropriately cited to provide background information on K. pneumoniae biology and pathogenicity.
· the reference list could be further strengthened by including more recent studies (2023–2025) specifically focusing on molecular detection of ESBL and carbapenemase genes in diabetic foot infections and in African or Nigerian clinical settings.
Note: 

You can include the following recent additional references (2023–2025) in the review form to strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, well-structured, and uses appropriate scientific terminology relevant to microbiology and antimicrobial resistance research. The abstract and sections effectively convey the study objectives, methods, results, and conclusions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript talks a significant public health issue by exploring antimicrobial resistance genes in Klebsiella pneumoniae isolated from diabetic foot wounds. The study delivers useful regional data from Benue State, Nigeria, which contributes to the current secnerio to add-on knowledge on ESBL and carbapenemase-producing pathogens in clinical infections.
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