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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	This manuscript addresses critical issues related to water quality and its impact on public health, making it highly relevant for researchers and practitioners in environmental health and microbiology. The study's findings have the potential to inform future research and policy decisions, particularly in the context of antibiotic resistance and its implications for health risks. However, the manuscript requires improvements in clarity, methodology, and the incorporation of recent references to enhance its credibility and relevance. By addressing these concerns, the research can significantly contribute to the ongoing discourse in the scientific community regarding water quality and its associated health challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 have a clearer structure and include health issues related to water quality in the background information. Methodology details, such as sampling methods and timing, need to be specified more clearly. Results should be concise, highlighting the significance of identified strains and the necessity for regular monitoring, with keywords accurately reflecting the study's main topics. This section must be reviewed.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The objective of the study, considering the importance of the subject matter, should be presented with greater clarity and appropriately at the end of the introduction; this section must be revised.

· Regarding the number of samples, if a specific reference has been considered or if this number has been determined based on specific principles, it should be thoroughly explained. Has the geographical diversity and environmental conditions in these areas allowed for the adequacy of 60 samples?

· The methodology for sample collection, environmental conditions at the time of sampling, etc., should be elaborated upon (with credible references).

· In the methods for conducting biological tests, some sections lack references; all stages of the experiments should include citations, and any experiment that requires positive and negative controls should explicitly mention these considerations if they have been taken into account.

· Did this study not require statistical analyses? Statistical analyses for comparing data and determining the significance of results would enhance the credibility of the article.

· In the discussion of antibiotic resistance, resistant strains are mentioned, but information regarding health effects and risks is not provided; this section should be strengthened.

· The conclusion section, given the significance of the work conducted and the results obtained, must be reinforced.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Fewer recent references have been used, and most of the references are old. It is recommended to use more credible and newer references.

	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The abstract should have a clearer structure and include health issues related to water quality in the background information. Methodology details, such as sampling methods and timing, need to be specified more clearly. Results should be concise, highlighting the significance of identified strains and the necessity for regular monitoring, with keywords accurately reflecting the study's main topics.
· The objective of the study, considering the importance of the subject matter, should be presented with greater clarity and appropriately at the end of the introduction; this section must be revised.

· Regarding the number of samples, if a specific reference has been considered or if this number has been determined based on specific principles, it should be thoroughly explained. Has the geographical diversity and environmental conditions in these areas allowed for the adequacy of 60 samples?

· The methodology for sample collection, environmental conditions at the time of sampling, etc., should be elaborated upon (with credible references).

· In the methods for conducting biological tests, some sections lack references; all stages of the experiments should include citations, and any experiment that requires positive and negative controls should explicitly mention these considerations if they have been taken into account.

· Did this study not require statistical analyses? Statistical analyses for comparing data and determining the significance of results would enhance the credibility of the article.

· In the discussion of antibiotic resistance, resistant strains are mentioned, but information regarding health effects and risks is not provided; this section should be strengthened.

· The conclusion section, given the significance of the work conducted and the results obtained, must be reinforced.
· Fewer recent references have been used, and most of the references are old. It is recommended to use more credible and newer references.
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