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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.

	This study addresses a relevant public‑health issue in Nigeria, where sachet water is widely consumed due to limited access to safe piped water. The detection of E. coli, Citrobacter, Enterobacter, and other contaminants in packaged drinking water, combined with high MAR values, highlights potential risks for consumers. The work contributes to the broader One Health conversation on environmental AMR and water safety.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is long but accurate and clearly reflects the study’s scope. It may be shortened for readability. 
An alternative title could be:
Effect of Chloride and pH on the Multiple Antibiotic Resistance Index of Sachet Water Bacteria in Ota, Ogun State, 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.

	The abstract is clear and well‑structured. It summarizes the aim, methods, and key findings.
Minor suggestion: include the number of isolates recovered to improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design is appropriate, and the microbiological and physicochemical methods are standard. The MAR index calculation and use of Spearman correlation for non‑normal data are correct.
Critical points:
-The manuscript does not explain whether replicate measurements were taken for pH and chloride.
-The sample size (7 brands) is small; this limitation should be acknowledged earlier, not only at the end.
-The Discussion sometimes repeats results instead of interpreting them more deeply.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and recent. However, adding a few recent regional studies on drinking‑water contamination and antimicrobial resistance patterns in environmental bacteria would strengthen both the Introduction and Discussion.
Two relevant examples could be:
1) On drinking‑water quality and physicochemical contamination (2025)
DOI: 10.9734/ijecc/2025/v15i115133
2) On antimicrobial resistance and MAR index patterns (2026)
DOI: 10.29244/currbiomed.4.1.14
These additions would help situate the findings within broader One Health and environmental AMR literature.
	

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

	The manuscript is readable but requires light editing for grammar and flow.
Examples:
- “inorder” >>“in order”
- “vioaceum”>> “violaceum”
-Several long sentences in the Introduction could be split for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments

	-Tables should be checked for formatting consistency.
-Conclusion reads incomplete
	















	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 detail)

No ethical issues. The study uses commercially available sachet water and does not involve human or animal subjects.
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None apparent, but the authors must include a formal declaration.
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	I didn’t check for plagiarism. A similarity check by the journal is recommended as standard practice.
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer




	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback
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