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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.


	Importance of the Manuscript for the Scientific Community 

This manuscript addresses the critical issue of antimicrobial resistance (AMR) in uropathogenic bacterial strains isolated from urinary catheter patients, a growing public health concern globally. The study provides valuable data on resistance profiles in Côte d'Ivoire, contributing to regional and global AMR surveillance. The findings highlight the urgent need for updated therapeutic strategies and antibiotic stewardship, particularly in hospital settings. The high resistance rates to commonly used antibiotics, such as beta-lactams and fluoroquinolones, underscore the necessity for alternative treatments and stricter infection control measures.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable but could be more precise. Suggested revision:  

"Antimicrobial Resistance Profile of Bacterial Isolates from Urinary Catheter Patients in Abidjan, Côte d'Ivoire" 
	

	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 comprehensive but could benefit from:  

1. A brief mention of the key resistance patterns (e.g., high resistance to ciprofloxacin and third-generation cephalosporins).  

2. A clearer statement on the clinical implications of the findings.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, with appropriate methodologies (e.g., phenotypic re-identification, antibiograms, ESBL detection). The results align with global AMR trends, and the discussion contextualizes the findings effectively.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent, but consider adding:  

1. A 2020–2023 WHO or CDC report on AMR trends in sub-Saharan Africa.  

2. Recent studies on carbapenem resistance in  Pseudomonas aeruginosa (e.g., Nordmann et al., 2022).  
	

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


	The English is suitable for scholarly communication, though minor grammatical edits (e.g., "comminity" → "community") are needed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	- Strengths: Clear methodology, relevant findings, and strong discussion.  

- Areas for Improvement:  

  1. Clarify the title and abstract.  

  2. Add recent references for global context.  

  3. Proofread for minor language errors.  
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