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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.


	The manuscript is sound in all sections but it is not  reflect  community  cases. It is a Hospital- based design
But the topic concerning is very important .
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is descriptive and professional 
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive but need to fix age group data between your abstract and main text. And also add sentence about co-infections. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, it is sufficient and recent.
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1. Age group fixation, in your results section, you state the highest enteric pathogen infection rates were in the 37-48 months age group. But in your manuscript Fig.2 and text the 25—36 months age group appears to have the highest rate.

2. You mention co-infections in the main text but this interesting finding isn’t in the abstract 

3. Conclusion is slightly generic need to appearing your findings.

4. Add limitations section considering the following points:

· Not confirming pathogenic E. coli.
· Not testing for viruses like Rota and other bacteria like Campylobacter.

· The study is Hospital-based design and not reflect community cases.
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