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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript aims to explore the knowledge of university students in Nigeria regarding bacterial resistance. Awareness of the side effects of antibiotic therapy, particularly among students as future educated individuals, may encourage them to consult healthcare professionals rather than self-medicate. Moreover, such awareness can improve treatment outcomes while reducing misuse, overuse, and the development of antibiotic resistance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is partly suitable. To make it more descriptive, the following alternative is recommended: ‘Knowledge of Antibiotic Resistance and Prescription Practices Among Students of Michael Okpara University of Agriculture, Umudike, Nigeria: A Cross-Sectional Study.’
	

	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 in the current version of the manuscript is comprehensive; however, it will need to be updated following major revisions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodological foundation of the research is scientifically sound; however, certain aspects of the methodology need to be corrected. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although nearly 84% of the references are from the last five years, additional references will need to be added following major revisions.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. To make the title more descriptive, the following alternative is recommended: ‘Knowledge of Antibiotic Resistance and Prescription Practices Among Students of Michael Okpara University of Agriculture, Umudike, Nigeria: A Cross-Sectional Study.’

2. The authors use the term ‘antibiotic resistance’ in most parts of the article, while ‘antimicrobial resistance (AMR)’ appears in a single instance. It is recommended that they include a statement, with an appropriate citation, to clarify whether there is a difference between antibiotic resistance and antimicrobial resistance or if the terms are used interchangeably. Furthermore, the use of the abbreviation (AMR) is unnecessary, since the term does not appear elsewhere in the manuscript.

3. In the Introduction, the authors state that “although antibiotic use is common among these students, there is limited data on their level of knowledge regarding antibiotic resistance and their prescription practices.” However, it is unclear how the authors determined that antibiotic use is common in these students. They should explicitly indicate the evidence, factors, or knowledge gaps that prompted the need to evaluate students’ understanding of this topic.

4. In the methodology the Taro Yamane formula (1967) should be properly cited, and the corresponding reference added to the reference list. Moreover, a more narrative description is recommended in the text rather than focusing on the formula itself; the detailed formula may be provided as a supplementary file if necessary. 

5. Additionally, where appropriate, numerical subtitles should be used in the methodology section to improve clarity and structure., as like 2.1. Sample size calculation

6. It is recommended that an example of the questionnaire be included as a supplementary material.

7. The authors are recommended to acknowledge the risk of bias inherent in cross-sectional studies, such as inevitable heterogeneity in the target population, the use of self-administered questionnaires, and the absence of pilot testing. They should support this with an appropriate reference related to the field, cited in the main text and included in the reference list. Furthermore, the authors should indicate how they addressed these risks, or, if not, specify the factors that may have increased the risk of bias.

8. The manuscript should include the ethical approval number in the main text to ensure transparency and adherence to ethical standards.

9. In the results, the authors are recommended to use appropriate introductory phrases before presenting the tables, in order to maintain narrative flow in the results section, rather than inserting tables without explanation.

10. For clarity, all abbreviations in the tables should be defined, preferably in a footnote within the tables; for example, ABX.

11. The causes of bacterial resistance presented in Table 7 should be supported with appropriate references, cited in the results, and addressed more comprehensively in the discussion section.

12. The authors determined the knowledge of antibiotic resistance by respondents only by yes or no through the questionnaire. However, the authors should clarify if and how they determined the students’ level of knowledge, and provide a figure illustrating the main determinants along with the percentage of correct responses.

13. The authors are recommended to strengthen the discussion by comparing their findings with related studies. For example, “the observation that awareness was higher among the oldest group, despite the small sample size (n=9), suggests that maturity, life experience, and greater exposure to healthcare services may enhance understanding of antibiotic resistance”; this point requires further elaboration.

14. In the discussion, the authors state that no significant association was found between level of study and knowledge of antibiotic resistance (p=0.244). This result should be interpreted with caution, as the small sample size in one group increases the risk of bias and reduces the precision of the estimates.

15. In general, the authors are strongly recommended to expand the discussion. For example, when addressing the relationship between state of origin and knowledge, they should compare their findings with results from other studies in Africa or worldwide. Similarly, the discussion on the misuse and overuse of antibiotics should be supported by relevant literature.

The manuscript would benefit from a section addressing its limitations, providing recommendations for future research, and disclosing any competing interests of the authors, as these elements are essential for transparency and scholarly rigor.
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