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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.

	The manuscript will add to the understanding of role of environmental isolates in disease persistence since P. aeruginosa is an opportunistic pathogen that can cause disease in immunocompromised individuals. It will also provide an understanding of why some nosocomial infections are hard to treat. The detection of the various genes in the organism will give a hint on the combination of ways or mechanisms these organisms resist antibiotics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Molecular Detection of Carbapenemase and Fluoroquinolone Resistance Genes in Multidrug-Resistant Pseudomonas aeruginosa Isolated from Hospital Environment (Because the methodology only states units where the organism was isolated, not the exact wastes–like blood on used gloves, discarded cotton wool, used needles or the likes).
	

	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 should include p value in the discussion. To know whether there’s significance difference in resistance between the isolates from the different units or not and whether there’s relationship between the resistance and harbouring the resistance genes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it tries to relate antibiotic resistance to harbouring presence of resistance genes that will help explain the mechanism of resistance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are okay.
	

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

	It’s okay, but there are typographical errors.  For example: In 2.2, where it says Biochemical test such as catalase....we’re carried out. The “such as” should be removed to make the statement specific. The tests are already known and carried out, they should be mentioned as they are. 

Spelling errors should be checked at 2.6 (double L in the spelling of L), 3.3 ( resistance to quinolones), 3.4 (isolates) and 3.5 (resistance genes).

Discussion need to be improved please.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The findings shows six of the isolates to be Multidrug Resistant, but result for molecular gene detection shows only one isolate was assayed for the presence of the genes. That is inconsistency. 
The Gel Electrophoresis Image is not well labelled. The six isolates should be on the image plus a control sample. The bands should be pointed with precision and base pairs stated. 

The statistical shouldn’t be descriptive only but include inferential like Chi-square to analyse whether there is significant difference in Pseudomonas aeruginosa count across the sampled sites, whether antibiotic resistance differs across the isolates from different the different sources and whether presence of resistance genes is statistically different or the same across all isolates from the different sources. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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