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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 may provide insight into the occurrence and patterns of MDR and ESBL E. coli infections in this area. It has examined the antibiotic resistance profiles specific to the region. The findings could be valuable for researchers interested in pursuing related topics. This study could serve as a reference point for comparative research on the African continent in various regions around the world.
	

	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.


	Yes, it is comprehensive enough
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Discussion needs more references and comparison of this study’s MDR and ESBL rate with other Nigerian and African region. 
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In the introduction, please provide a stronger justification for this study, particularly highlighting the Nigerian context regarding ESBL and MDR E. coli.

2. Kindly specify the type of study conducted—for example, whether it is longitudinal, descriptive, retrospective, or another type. 
3. Why was antibiotic susceptibility testing was performed under CLSI guidelines of 2014 when newest version is available online?

4. Please discuss why molecular studies on ESBL genes and MIC of cephalosporins were not conducted. 

5. This study would have been much more impactful with characterization E. coli and ESBL genes via sequencing and PCR. 

6. In the biochemical tests section of the methodology, the procedures are described in great detail, which may not be necessary. Since these are standard methods, simply listing the biochemical tests performed should suffice.

7. In “Antibiotic Susceptibility pattern of E. coli isolates from the Clinical Samples” section under Result section, the section on antibiotic susceptibility patterns is overly detailed, especially since the data is already clearly presented in Table 4. Please focus on highlighting only the key or contrasting findings in the text.

8. The manuscript would benefit from additional visual elements. For instance, presenting the “Sociodemographic characteristics of the subjects” as a bar graph or pie chart would enhance clarity and impact. Similarly, the “Prevalence of MDR and ESBL-producing E. coli isolates” could be more effectively illustrated using a Venn diagram.

9.  Since the inclusion criteria encompass individuals with comorbidities, prior hospitalizations, and recent healthcare-associated infections, distinguishing E. coli isolates from these patients versus those from the general population would add significant value to the manuscript.

10.  In the discussion section, please compare your findings on ESBL and MDR with data from other regions of Nigeria that have conducted similar studies. Additionally, consider including comparisons with data from other African countries, as well as from Europe and Asia, to provide a broader context. This could help frame the findings more positively, rather than focusing solely on the worsening trends of ESBL and MDR.

11. The discussion section does not include a comparison of age group data with findings from other studies conducted in Nigeria or other parts of Africa.

12. Author do not need over explaining the resistance mechanism of antimicrobial resistance in discussion section.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No; however, ethical approval number was not mentioned. 
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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