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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.


	The importance of this manuscript lies in its study’s adoption of Dual infection with S. Typhi and S. Paratyphi A which is rarely documented, thus making the case report noteworthy. The use of both the both culture-based and molecular diagnostics adds value to the research findings as it highlights diagnostic gaps and antimicrobial resistance patterns, which are highly relevant in endemic regions. This, therefore, culminates into clinical relevance by highlighting a Clear documentation of therapeutic response and patient follow-up. This offers viable recommendations to both policy makers and general public. the keywords are ok,but could add word like mixed infection
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title of the article is suitable and okay, it is also within the recommended words

	

	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 of the article is to a large extent comprehensive. The author(s) only need to  consider that stating case presentation, this  clinical timeline could be tabulated  so as to show the fever duration, antibiotic use and time taken to get culture results. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct only that if the author can add the reference ranges to the laboratory values obtained.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references is sufficient and to a large extent recent or up-to-date. However, the author(s) need to revise Some references which are cited as “n.d.” (no date); thus  should ensure proper bibliographic details is done. Wijedoru, L., Mallett, S., & Parry, C. M. (n.d.). Rapid diagnostic tests for typhoid and paratyphoid (enteric) fever.
	

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


	Yes the English language used in the manuscript is okay. However, the author(s) need to check and correct some careless typological errors in the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Although there are some formatting inconsistencies in the manuscript, generally it is of high quality and adds valuable evidence to the limited literature on Salmonella co-infections, more so in antimicrobial resistance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issue s noted although since this was a case  report did the author require some authorization to go through the patient s report and if so the author should show  the evidence of permission granted
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