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	1
	The topic of this abstract is relevant for the conference. (0 – completely irrelevant, 5 - very relevant)

Comment:  
While this may be relevant, the relationship with antimicrobial resistance is already stated in another abstract

The title should just be the prevalence of---, and not include the trends.   

	5

	2
	The abstract contains well-defined aim and/or objectives of the research. If study was to test an a priori hypothesis, was it clearly stated. (0 - unsatisfactory, 5 - completely) 

Comment:  

The objectives are the prevalence and trends. The methods do not show how each objective was addressed, 

	3

	3
	The research methodology for the study is appropriate. Was the study design, setting and data collection methods/tools stated. In quantitative studies was the exposures or interventions/medications, outcome measures and statistical analysis stated. In qualitative studies, was the data analysis technique, coding of data and establishment of categories/themes appropriate. Was an ethics statement included (where appropriate). (0 – completely inappropriate, 5 – very appropriate)

Comment:  

The methods does not include the ethical statements. It is vague on the source of data, what data were collected and how. There is no indication on how the statistical analysis was carried out. 
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	4
	The supporting evidence in this study is strongly reliable. For quantitative studies, is the main outcomes of the study provided and quantified, including confidence intervals and/or other significance tests. If differences are not significant, the clinically important difference sought should be stated and ideally the confidence interval for the difference between the groups should be given. When risk changes or effect sizes are reported, absolute values should be included. Screening and diagnostic test studies should report sensitivity, specificity, and likelihood ratio and if predictive value or accuracy is given, prevalence or pre-test likelihood should be provided. For qualitative studies the main categories/themes identified and a short description of each should be given. (0 – completely unreliable, 5 - very reliable)
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There is no linkage between the objectives, the methods and the analysis and this makes it difficult to assess how each objective was addressed and analysed.  
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	The results of analysis are correctly interpreted. (0 - very poor, 5 - very well)

Comment:  

Since the abstract does not indicate how the analysis was done, it is not clear how the interpretation was arrived at. Also, it is not clear whether the authors were reporting prevalence over four years. For instance, while one expects to read about the different prevalences for the different years, only one figure will be given. 
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	The conclusions and/or recommendations are sound and directly related to the reported data/findings, along with their implications (avoiding speculation and overstatement of findings). Emphasis should be given equally to positive and negative findings of equal scientific merit. Significant recommendations based on the reported data/findings can be included. (0 - very poor, 5 - very well)
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Not being clear on the findings makes it difficult to determine how the interpretation was arrived at. 
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	The abstract is free from grammatical and spelling errors (0 - very poor, 5 - very well)
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Some of the words are just written as a chain of words with no space indicating that the abstract was not proofread.
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