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	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.


	This study provides useful information about how urinary tract infections and oxidative stress change during pregnancy. It helps understand how these infections affect pregnant women and their babies. The data on bacteria types and their resistance to antibiotics can help doctors choose better treatments. This research is especially helpful for improving care in low-resource settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is appropriate
	

	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 is generally comprehensive but should be more concise. It can be improved by reducing repetition, clearly separating oxidative stress findings from antibiotic sensitivity results, and briefly highlighting key statistical outcomes. Including clinical relevance in one sentence would strengthen its impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is scientifically valid and uses proper methods. The results are well explained and supported by previous research.

The link between high bacterial count and low MDA levels seems unusual and should be double-checked.

Some parts of the discussion should use more careful language to avoid overstatements.
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	Yes
	

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


	The language is understandable and scientifically appropriate
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript demonstrates strong data collection and analysis.

Tables were referenced appropriately but not shown; ensure they are included in the final version.

The flow of the discussion is logical, though it could be more concise.
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