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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 presents valuable data on the bacterial etiology and antimicrobial resistance patterns of urinary tract infections in Sana’a, Yemen, a region with limited published evidence. The findings have direct clinical implications for improving empirical antibiotic selection and supporting antimicrobial stewardship efforts. Furthermore, the study contributes important regional data to the global surveillance of antimicrobial resistance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be improved to make it more engaging and sharper.
	

	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 comprehensive and well organized, clearly summarizing the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the study. However, the conclusion section contains some repetition regarding antimicrobial stewardship and could be streamlined for clarity. The authors may also consider explicitly stating the retrospective study design earlier and briefly defining multidrug resistance in the results. Overall, minor revisions would further improve the clarity and conciseness of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, using appropriate methods and reliable data. Minor limitations exist, but overall the study is valid and provides valuable insights.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant to the study topic
	

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


	The English language and writing quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical or stylistic edits could further improve readability, but overall the manuscript is clear and understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a valuable study on UTIs and antibiotic resistance in Yemen. Minor edits to methods, references, and the abstract would improve clarity, but it’s worth publishing.

The manuscript is well done and scientifically solid. A few small changes,like making the abstract clearer, explaining some methods better, updating a few recent references, and fixing minor language issues
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Conny Riana Tjampakasari, Universitas Indonesia, Indonesia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

