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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.


	The grammar needs tightening. For example, instead of saying ‘The findings highlights,’ it should be ‘The findings highlight.’ And where it says ‘gram-negative positive organism,’ that should be corrected to ‘gram-positive organism.’ Also, ‘Collected swab samples was inoculated’ should be ‘were inoculated.’ Drug names should be standardized, like ‘Ofloxacin (Tarivid).’”

• “In the methods, write  ‘convenience sampling’ instead of ‘convenient sampling.’ Right now, the abstract says convenience, but the methods say random — that needs to be consistent. We also need to add details about ethical approval, inclusion and exclusion criteria, and explain why we chose ninety samples. For example, we based it on a 94% prevalence from Akujobi et al., 2010. Transport media and incubation conditions should be spelled out clearly.”

• “The results section needs cleaner tables. For instance, Table 3 should show S. aureus at 35.6% clearly. Tables 4 and 5 should use full drug names instead of codes like ‘RD.’ We should report both the actual numbers and percentages, add confidence intervals, and make sure p-values are written properly, like ‘p < 0.05.’ If possible, separate out the multi-drug resistant patterns.”

• “In the abstract, susceptibility results should match the main findings. For example, Levofloxacin sensitivity for Gram-positive organisms should be reported as 45.46%. In the tables, all abbreviations like NA or PN must be explained, and totals should add up correctly. For demographics, instead of saying ‘No occupation 50%,’ we should categorize better, like retired or unemployed.”

• “In the discussion, we should compare with more recent studies, like Hussien et al. 2025 from Yemen. We also need to acknowledge limitations — the short three-month duration, single-center design, and the fact that we didn’t screen for MRSA. Demographic links, like elderly or diabetic patients being at higher risk, should be backed with statistics. And we should avoid speculation that isn’t supported by data.”

• “Finally, the references need to be consistent. Use one style, like Vancouver or APA. Remove duplicates — for example, Shimekaw 2020 appears twice. Make sure future citations like Hussien 2025 or Rajan 2025 are accessible, add DOIs where possible, and check that every in-text citation matches the reference list.”

Wound infections are a major clinical problem, especially in hospitals where patients are already vulnerable. By analyzing which bacteria are most common and how resistant they are to antibiotics, your work provides practical guidance for doctors on what treatments are likely to succeed and where resistance is becoming a serious threat.
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