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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 manuscript addresses the relationship between physicochemical parameters (pH and chloride) and antibiotic resistance in bacteria isolated from sachet drinking water. The study is important because sachet water is widely consumed in many developing countries, especially Nigeria. The investigation of MAR index in relation to water chemistry adds value to water quality monitoring. The findings contribute to public health knowledge and provide useful information for regulatory agencies concerned with drinking water safety.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and descriptive. However, it is quite long.

Suggested alternative title:
“Relationship Between pH, Chloride Levels, and Multiple Antibiotic Resistance Index of Bacteria Isolated from Sachet Drinking Water in Ota, 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 generally clear and structured. However:

· The sample size (number of isolates tested) should be clearly stated.

· The statistical values (Spearman rho values) may be briefly included for clarity.

· The conclusion sentence could be slightly more precise and concise.

Otherwise, the abstract reflects the main findings of the study.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design is appropriate for the stated objectives. Laboratory procedures (API identification, Kirby–Bauer method, MAR index calculation, and Spearman correlation) are acceptable and standard.

However, some issues need attention:

1. The sample size is small (seven brands). This limits statistical power.

2. The study does not clearly state the total number of bacterial isolates analyzed.

3. The correlation interpretation should be more cautious due to small sample size.

4. Some repetition is present in the discussion section.

5. Minor typographical errors (e.g., “portable” instead of “potable,” “inorder,” “vioaceum”) should be corrected.

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound but requires revision for clarity and precision.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and include recent publications (2024–2026). The inclusion of WHO (2024) and EUCAST (2025) is appropriate.

However:

· Some citations appear inconsistent in formatting.

· A few references (2025–2026) should be verified for accuracy and publication status.

· DOI formatting should be standardized.

No major reference gaps were identified.


	

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


	The English is understandable but requires editing for grammar and clarity.

Issues include:

· Repetition of ideas

· Long sentences

· Minor spelling errors

· Inconsistent tense usage

Professional language editing is recommended before acceptance.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables should clearly indicate number of isolates (n).

The discussion could better compare findings with similar sachet water studies in Nigeria and West Africa.

The conclusion section ends abruptly (“observed antibiotic.”). This sentence must be completed.

The limitation section is brief; more detail on statistical limitation would improve transparency.
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	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 are apparent. The study involves water samples and bacterial isolates only. No human or animal subjects were involved.


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are evident.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No direct evidence of plagiarism was observed during review. However, similarity screening by the journal is recommended.


	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	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)
	7.8
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