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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.
	Enteric pathogens and multidrug-resistant bacteria remain highly prevalent among children under five in Nasarawa West. Strengthening antimicrobial stewardship, improving diagnostic capacity, enhancing vaccination coverage, and implementing community-led sanitation interventions are critical to reducing diarrheal disease burden in the region.
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