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Characterization of Antimicrobial Resistance in Bacteria from ICU patients at a Tertiary Respiratory Care Facility in North India
General Comments: The manuscript contains very useful AMR (antibacterial resistance) data applicable to ICUs as well as clinically relevant information that could be used to further guide local stewardship efforts. The manuscript flows well overall, and with a few minor changes in flow and presentation, the study will make a valuable contribution to understanding resistance patterns in respiratory critical care units.
· The introduction has provided a good overview of global and national AMR issues, and has recognized the importance of local ICU surveillance. This could be more compelling with better transitions, along with highlighting the unique influence of respiratory ICU pathogen patterns. Duplication in background information could be omitted for a more concise overview.
· The methodology is appropriate for the study design, and, overall, describes both the setting and ethical approvals well. Inclusion criteria/exclusion criteria, how repeat isolates were handled, and statistical tests used would all add to transparency. Including brief information about the CLSI edition and quality control strains would add clarity to the methodology.
· The Results section is clearly organized and the organism distribution and susceptibility patterns are well summarized in tables and figures. The authors should double-check that the percentages are correct, and use the same denominators throughout. The authors will want to describe how to handle the fact that they collected multiple samples from the same patient. Improved labelling of figures and graphs, and fewer interpretative comments would also further improve the section.
· The Discussion section interprets the findings in a meaningful way and ties them very well to the literature. A focused revision would target the degree of repetitiveness and possibly include a distinct paragraph acknowledging limitations. This would contribute a level of scientific balance to the manuscript.
· The conclusion effectively summarizes the key findings and relates them to the study objectives. To make it clearer for readers, the authors could be more concise, avoid directly repeating detailed results, and briefly mention limitations while outlining next steps or future research.
· The tables and figures were clear, illustrating the data well and enhancing the manuscript overall. Improving the clarity of the tables and figures with clearer labels and brief legends explaining abbreviations would boost visual clarity. Small adjustments to spacing and grouping categories or decoding abbreviations would also make the tables easier to read and overall improve the presentation. 
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The article can be accepted after minor revision.



