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	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 is of significant importance to the scientific community as it addresses the growing concern of antibiotic resistance, particularly among vulnerable populations such as dialysis patients. By comparing the prevalence and resistance patterns of Escherichia coli in both dialytic and non-dialytic patients with urinary tract infections in the Bamenda Health District, the study provides critical insights into the burden of multidrug-resistant infections in resource-limited settings. The findings highlight the urgent need for targeted antibiotic stewardship and infection control policies in dialysis units. Furthermore, the identification of specific risk factors for resistance informs future research and intervention strategies to curb the spread of resistant pathogens and improve patient outcomes.
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	Yes, the abstract in the manuscript provides a solid foundation, but it could benefit from greater clarity, structure, and inclusion of critical details to make it more comprehensive and impactful.
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	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall, with a well-defined objective, appropriate methodology, and a clear presentation of results. However, a few scientific and structural issues should be addressed to improve accuracy, clarity, and credibility. 

· Correct interpretation of statistical data,

· Clarification of drug resistance findings,

· Elimination of inconsistencies in terminology and methodology descriptions.
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	The language quality of the manuscript is generally understandable but not yet suitable for high-standard scholarly communication in its current form. Several aspects of grammar, phrasing, and word choice need moderate to significant improvement to enhance clarity, precision, and professionalism.
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