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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The importance of the presented study depends on defining the objectives, presenting the data correctly, and correcting all errors by including the figures, tables, and references used in this manuscript, as well as using statistics and statistical methods that explain the study correctly. If all matters are addressed in this manuscript, I believe that the study is somewhat important.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it's appropriate as a title.
	

	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 did not clarify the objectives of the study and the data were not coordinated, as is clear when mentioning the nitrofurantoin data, which is incorrect.
· The abstract did not specify study limitations and demographic distribution, for example, gender.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript does not describe how informed consent was obtained or if it was done confidentially.

· The sample collection method is not detailed in terms of supervision and verification, which leads to the possibility of contamination during urine sample collection.
· 
The culture method used to isolate bacterial samples must be mentioned, as well as the names and descriptions of the culture media used to isolate bacteria, and the technique used in isolation if the isolation was done using a modern device or method.

· 
The molecular technique should be removed from the manuscript because you did not use the molecular technique in the manuscript and there are no results for it. What is the scientific basis on which antibiotics were chosen and why was ceftriaxone used? This must be clarified. The concentrations of antibiotic tablets used must be mentioned in the manuscript.

· The international reference used to determine the effectiveness of the antibiotic used in the manuscript must be mentioned.

· Statistical analysis is ambiguous in some places, for example, percentages and the chi-square test lacks treatment of variables.
· Figure 1 and Table 4 are not indicated in the text.

· MDR index is more than 0.2 , and this is not supported by any reference or previous study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Some references (e.g., Abdul and O'Neill, 2001; Arias, 2008) are more than 15 years old and may not reflect current resistance trends.

· Few references from Nigeria or West Africa are cited (e.g., Onanuga et al., 2020), despite the regional focus of the study. Some references are not listed (Adjei and Adjei, 2025).
· I suggest using this reference in your study.

“Gheni, A. I., & Hasan, A. H. (2022). Antibacterial screening and analysis of streptomyces coelicolor secondary metabolites. Journal of Pharmaceutical Research International, 26-39.:
	

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


	I think the language used in the study is not bad.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Defining objectives in the abstract and correcting data errors. 

· Collecting samples and mentioning culture methods and important techniques in growing bacteria and results.

·  Figures and tables must be included in the text and 
· the references used in the study must be updated.
PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT
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