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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.


	Despite its local focus on Nigeria, this study addresses a globally relevant public health issue. The findings provide context-specific evidence that can inform promotive, preventive, and curative strategies for the management of acute diarrhea in under-five children. Moreover, the results offer a critical baseline for future investigations on antimicrobial resistance, particularly in resource-limited settings where empirical antibiotic use remains common.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The alternative title “Bacterial and Protozoan Etiology of Acute Diarrhea Among Under-Five Children in Nasarawa, 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.


	Add the specific geographic location to the Methodology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Study Area: Ensure the title includes "Nasarawa West, Nigeria" to give the study a clear geographical scope.
Ethical Approval: You mentioned "consent," but most journals require the Ethical Approval Reference Number from the Nasarawa State Ministry of Health or the Federal Medical Centre Keffi. Adding this makes the study more credible.

The P-value Clarification: In your sample size calculation, you listed $P = 25\%$ but used $0.444$ in the formula. Correction: Change the text to say "$P = 44.4\%$" to match your math.
Improve the Results Presentation
Highlight Co-infections: You found that $13.6\%$ of cases were co-infections (specifically E. coli and E. histolytica). This is a major finding! It suggests that these children are being exposed to multiple sources of contamination simultaneously.

The "Age" Paradox: Your data shows that the 25-36 months group has the highest prevalence (86.1%). In your discussion, explain why this group is higher than the (0-12) month group (likely due to the loss of maternal antibodies and increased environmental exploration/crawling).
the Discussion Section
Clinical Significance: You noted that "Yellowish stool" was significant. Discuss how stool appearance (Macroscopy) can be a fast, preliminary tool for clinicians in resource-limited settings before lab results are ready.

Table
Table 1: In the "Co-infection" row, specify which pathogens were most commonly paired (e.g., E. coli + E. histolytica). Table 2: Check the "Non" category under drinking water ($34.4\%$). It might be clearer to label this as "Exclusively Breastfed (No water intake)" to avoid confusion.
Suggested Conclusion Revision

"The high correlation between open defecation and infection ($74.6\%$) suggests that community-led total sanitation (CLTS) programs should be prioritized over general health education in Nasarawa West."


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Consistency: Ensure all DOI links are active and formatted consistently.
Citation 1 (Adebambo et al.): There is a small typo in the URL/formatting at the end of the citation ("28‑37. https://doi.org/10.9734/sajrm/2023/v16i3310"). Ensure there is a space before the URL.

Citation for Aryal (2022): You cited "Sabouraud Dextrose Agar." Since your study focuses on E. coli, Salmonella, and Shigella, ensure you also have a standard reference for MacConkey or XLD agar if not already covered by your other methodology citations (like Garcia et al.).


	

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


	Areas Needing Improvement
1. Sentence Structure and Run-on Sentences

Several sentences are too long or lack proper punctuation, which affects "readability." Example from Background: "Infection is more common when there is a shortage of adequate sanitation, hygiene and safe water for drinking, cooking and cleaning (Bose et al., 2024)." Correction: Use the Oxford comma for clarity: "...sanitation, hygiene, and safe water..."
2. Subject-Verb Agreement and Plurals

There are minor slips in agreement, particularly when discussing pathogens. Example from Results: "...a total of 211(50.2%) isolates of diarrhea-causing pathogens were identified." Refinement: Since you are referring to the specific count, it is better phrased as: "A total of 211 (50.2%) isolates were identified as diarrhea-causing pathogens."
3. Punctuation and Spacing

There are several "typos" where spaces are missing or punctuation is misplaced: Spacing: "...previously reported by Omotadeet al. (2023)" should be Omotade et al. Units: Ensure there is a space between numbers and units (e.g., 37 °C instead of 37°C, and P < 0.05 instead of P<0.05).

4. Scientific Precision (The "E. coli" issue)

In scholarly communication, accuracy is part of the "language quality." As mentioned before, simply saying Escherichia coli is the "pathogen" can be viewed as an oversimplification by expert reviewers. Suggested Phrasing: "Presumptive Diarrheagenic E. coli (DEC) was the most frequently isolated bacterial agent..."

	

	Optional/General comments


	Before Submission
1. Species Italics: Do a final "Find and Replace" to ensure every mention of Escherichia coli, Salmonella, Shigella, etc., is in italics.

2. Citation Spacing: Fix the "Omotadeet al." and "Khabo-Mmekoaet al." typos where the name and "et al" have merged.

3. Map Figure: Ensure Figure 1 (the map) has a clear scale bar and a North arrow, as these are common requirements for geography-linked studies.
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