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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 manuscript addresses the antibiogram profile of Salmonella among internally displaced persons (IDPs), a population that is often underrepresented in infectious disease research. This study is important for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into antimicrobial resistance patterns in a vulnerable setting, which can inform targeted treatment strategies and public health interventions. Additionally, the findings contribute to the growing body of evidence on the global burden of antibiotic-resistant pathogens, particularly in resource-limited and high-risk environments. Overall, the research has practical relevance for clinicians, microbiologists, and policymakers working to control the spread of resistant infections.

	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	       4
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	3
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES. The title is clear, specific, and reflects the main focus of the study, including the organism (Salmonella), the type of analysis (antibiogram), and the study population (IDPs in North Central Nigeria). It effectively communicates the scope and relevance of the research to readers.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES. The abstract is comprehensive as it clearly outlines the background, objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusions of the study. It provides sufficient information for readers to understand the scope, significance, and main findings of the research without needing to read the full manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	YES (with minor concerns). The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, as the study design, methodology, and analysis are generally appropriate for the research objectives. The results are presented logically and are consistent with the conclusions drawn. However, some aspects—such as methodological details, data interpretation, or referencing—may require minor clarification or strengthening to ensure full scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes , the reference required to update and required to add articles with close related and add strength scientific . 
1. Jaber SQ, Kadhim AS, Al Kateeb AI. Investigating the Expression of miR 203a 3p and Its Role in Inflammatory Response in Severe Preeclampsia of Iraqi women Patients–A Comparative Study. Biomedical and Biotechnology Research Journal (BBRJ). 2024 Jul 1;8(3):291-6.
2. Kadhim AS, Abdullah YJ, Hasan NF. Asymptomatic individuals with coronavirus disease-19 as infectious cases and encouragement immunity hypothesis. Journal of Preventive, Diagnostic and Treatment Strategies in Medicine. 2023 Apr 1;2(2):74-9.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	NO. There are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript. The study appears to follow standard ethical guidelines, and there is no indication of misconduct. However, the authors should ensure that ethical approval and informed consent (if applicable) are clearly stated in the manuscript.
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