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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.


	This manuscript discusses the serious issue of antibiotic resistance in hospital wastewater, with a focus on common pathogens like Escherichia coli and Klebsiella spp. in Dhaka, Bangladesh. It offers important data on their patterns of multidrug resistance and points out the environmental and public health risks from untreated hospital waste. The study adds to the global conversation on antimicrobial resistance (AMR) and highlights the pressing need for better wastewater management and responsible use of antibiotics, especially in areas with limited resources. These findings are important for guiding policies and actions to reduce the spread of resistant bacteria.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title fits well and clearly shows the study's focus on isolating and identifying pathogens from hospital drain water, as well as their antibiotic resistance patterns in Dhaka and nearby areas. However, it could be made a bit shorter. A suggested alternative title is: "Isolation, Identification, and Antibiotic Resistance of Common Pathogens in Hospital Drain Water from Dhaka and Surrounding Areas, Bangladesh."
	

	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 brief but does not provide specific details about the study’s findings. It should mention the prevalence of E. coli and Klebsiella spp., the level of multidrug resistance, or the main antibiotics tested. A sentence summarizing the major results, such as the percentage of multidrug-resistant isolates or significant resistance patterns, would improve its usefulness. The keywords are relevant, but including “hospital wastewater” would better match the study’s focus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It clearly outlines the method for isolating and identifying E. coli and Klebsiella spp., as well as testing their antibiotic susceptibility. The use of standardized methods like the Kirby-Bauer test and CLSI guidelines ensures reliability. However, minor clarifications are needed: The sample size of nine seems limited for making broad conclusions about Dhaka and nearby areas. Please justify the sample size or acknowledge this limitation. The statistical analysis section mentions a 95% confidence level and standard deviation but lacks details on the specific statistical tests used, such as those for comparing resistance patterns. Please provide more information on the statistical methods. The calculation of the multidrug resistance (MDR) index, for example, 0.33 for Klebsiella K-1, 2, 23, 25, should clarify the formula used and how it was applied to categorize isolates as MDR.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and address important points about antibiotic resistance and wastewater management. Most of them are recent, from after 2015. However, including older references, such as Bergey from 1994 and Cappuccino & Sherman from 1983, is suitable for standard microbiological methods.
	

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


	The language is mostly clear but needs some minor changes for better clarity and a more academic tone. There are typographical errors, such as "materialS and methods" instead of "Materials and Methods" and inconsistent spacing in "Klebsiellaspp." Some sentences are too wordy. A careful proofreading is suggested to fix grammatical mistakes and make sentence structure more readable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study’s focus on hospital wastewater is timely and important. However, the discussion could be improved by comparing findings with similar studies in other developing countries to better contextualize the results. Figures and tables are well-referenced, but Figure 1 (schematic workflow chart) is mentioned without a detailed description. Include a brief explanation of its content in the text. The conclusion highlights a One Health approach, which is suitable. However, including practical recommendations for wastewater treatment or policy changes in Bangladesh could increase its impact.
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