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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The importance of the presented study depends on defining the objectives, presenting the data correctly, and correcting all errors by including the figures, tables, and references used in this manuscript, as well as using statistics and statistical methods that explain the study correctly. If all matters are addressed in this manuscript, I believe that the study isn’t somewhat important.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
I suggested that the title be clearer and more concise, and therefore I proposed this title
 " Antibiotic Resistance Patterns of Citrobacter Isolates from Elderly Patients with Urinary Tract Infections in Côte d’Ivoire”

	

	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 should include a statistical analysis of the results, information about the sample sources, and the abstract should be related to the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	- 
The introduction should be somewhat focused, global and local information should be clearly explained, and the references should be up-to-date.
- 
This reference is outdated and has no relevance to antibiotic resistance; it should be removed. 
The objectives and hypothesis should be clearer at the end of the introduction.
- 
The section numbering needs to be corrected. The study design is unclear and requires further clarification. 
The samples described in the text mention blood and pus, which have no relation to the samples isolated from urine.
 The use of the chi-square statistical analysis needs to be justified, and the levels of statistical significance must be specified. The source justification or calculation for the sample size and statistical power analysis is required.
- 
The section numbering needs to be corrected. The study design is unclear and requires further clarification. 
- 
Figures (1and 2) should be more descriptive, and the results should include quantitative statistical outputs. 

There is an inconsistency in the sample distribution with the research design, as it does not include samples of blood and pus. 

I suggest moving some of the data interpretations, such as the differences in gender, to the discussion section.

- The discussion contains contributions and repetitions in describing the results and needs further analysis. The results should be relevant to these well-known studies, and the discussion did not provide a clear explanation of the complete mechanisms behind the patterns of antibiotic resistance.
- The results should not be repeated in the conclusions section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
The references must be relevant to the topic and the formatting must be consistent, as there are inconsistencies in punctuation and capitalization. The references must also be complete and not lack any access details, and recent citations should include DOI identifiers.
	

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


	There are many linguistic and grammatical problems, including changes in tenses, inconsistency in the use of singular and plural forms, and inaccurate phrasing, in addition to problems and errors in numbering the subsections. The naming of figures and tables must also be correct.
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