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	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 makes a significant contribution to the growing knowledge on antimicrobial resistance by documenting the co-occurrence of plasmid-mediated quinolone resistance and ESBL-associated genes in Escherichia coli and Klebsiella pneumoniae from urinary tract infections in Nigeria. Its findings underscore the silent dissemination of resistance determinants that may not be phenotypically expressed, emphasizing the need for molecular surveillance alongside conventional diagnostic methods. By providing region-specific data, the study strengthens global understanding of resistance trends and supports the development of evidence-based antimicrobial stewardship strategies. Ultimately, this work offers valuable insights that can guide both clinical practice and public health policy in combating multidrug-resistant pathogens.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. I would suggest an alternative title 
“Molecular Detection of Quinolone Resistance and ESBL Genes in Uropathogenic E. coli and K. pneumoniae 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.


	Clarify the Study Scope:

· Instead of “patients attending Hospital in Onitsha,” specify urinary tract infection patients at St. Charles Borromeo Hospital, Onitsha (adds precision).

Balance Phenotypic vs. Genotypic Findings:

· You note that phenotypic ESBL was not detected but CTX-M genes were found. This is important — emphasize the clinical implication of silent gene carriage (risk of sudden resistance expression).

Streamline Results:

· The resistance percentages are detailed, but abstracts usually summarize trends rather than listing multiple numbers. You could say:
“High resistance rates were observed to β-lactams and fluoroquinolones, with over 60% of isolates resistant to cefotaxime and ciprofloxacin.”
Conclude with Broader Impact:

·     End with a sentence linking findings to global AMR surveillance efforts (WHO GLASS),    

    which strengthens international relevance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The bar diagram should be statistically significant. Error bars must be represented in the bar diagram. The table should also be statistically represented. The gel image of Qnr A and Qnr B is not very distinct. Please repeat the experiment or replace it with a clearer image. The gene specific primers used in the experiment and the cycle conditions must be mentioned in a separate table.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent Nigerian and African studies (2023–2025). However, the manuscript could be strengthened by adding very recent global surveillance reports (WHO GLASS 2025) and a few new molecular resistance studies from Africa and Nigeria (2023–2024) that directly address plasmid-mediated quinolone resistance and ESBL genes.


	

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


	Overall, the English quality is suitable for scholarly communication, but there are areas where refinement would make it stronger and more aligned with international journal standards.
Conciseness:

· Some sentences are long and could be shortened for readability.

· Example: “Phenotypic ESBL production was not detected; however, PCR identified CTX-M in 6.6% of the isolates and qnrA/qnrB in 36.7% of the isolates.”
→ Could be streamlined to: “Phenotypic ESBL production was absent, but PCR revealed CTX-M in 6.6% and qnrA/qnrB in 36.7% of isolates.”
Consistency in Terminology:

· Use either K. pneumoniae or Klebsiella pneumoniae consistently throughout.

· Ensure abbreviations (UTI, ESBL, PMQR) are defined once and then used consistently.

Grammar & Style:

· Phrases like “patients attending Hospital in Onitsha” should be revised to “patients attending St. Charles Borromeo Hospital, Onitsha, Nigeria.”
· Avoid redundancy (e.g., “high prevalence of multidrug resistance and plasmid-mediated quinolone resistance” → “high prevalence of multidrug resistance, including plasmid-mediated quinolone resistance”).

Scholarly Tone:

· Strengthen transitions between sections with linking phrases (e.g., “These findings align 
     with previous Nigerian studies…” instead of abrupt data presentation).

· Use more formal connectors: “Moreover,” “In contrast,” “This underscores,” instead of 
      casual phrasing.
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	The ethical clearance certificate must be attached along with the manuscript. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Not much ethical issues. The author has already mentioned that he/she has got the ethical clearnce certificate
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