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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.


	As antimicrobial resistance continues to rise globally, especially in sub-Saharan Africa, the findings provide valuable epidemiological insight that can support antimicrobial-stewardship policies. The use of both phenotypic and molecular detection methods enhances the scientific importance of the work. The study adds meaningful data to the limited pool of molecular AMR surveillance studies in Nigeria.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Optional suggested refinement for clarity (not mandatory):

“Co-occurrence of Quinolone Resistance (qnr) Genes and ESBL (CTX-M) in Uropathogenic Klebsiella pneumoniae and Escherichia coli from Patients in Onitsha, Nigeria.”
	

	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 clear and summarizes essential components of the study, including methods, major findings, and conclusions.

The are some ssuggested improvements:

Include sample size used for PCR analysis (50 isolates) for clarity.

Clarify the apparent disparity between phenotypic ESBL-negative results and CTX-M detection, as this is an important finding.

Add a brief sentence on the clinical implications of qnr/CTX-M co-occurrence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, and the methods are appropriate.
Strengths include:

Detailed antibiotic susceptibility patterns with tabled results.

Strong discussion supported by regional and international references.

The methodology lacks details on sample size justification and selection of “50 randomly selected isolates” for PCR (criteria should be specified).

Results section mentions different percentages (20% vs. 36.67%) for qnr detection; this requires clarification.

Figures and tables need to be formatted more clearly (consistent fonts, corrected alignment).

The discussion section is strong but slightly repetitive and may be shortened for better impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, recent, and appropriate. They include both global and Nigerian studies.

Minor suggestions:

Ensure reference formatting consistency (some references lack volume/issue numbers or spacing).

Add at least one recent African study discussing silent CTX-M expression to support the discussion.
	

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


	Some phrases should be edited for grammar, tense consistency, and readability.

Table legends and figure captions need improved clarity.

Recommendation: minor professional English editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors should include a flow chart or diagram summarizing total samples, positive cultures, isolates tested, PCR subset, etc.

Table 1 contains formatting errors (misplaced parentheses, inconsistent spacing); correction is needed.
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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 concerns identified.
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