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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 provided manuscript addresses a pressing public health concern which is the increasing incidence and drug resistance of uropathogenic Escherichia coli among young adults. The data provides useful insights into antibiotic susceptibility patterns from a specific population, contributing to the localized epidemiological evidence which can guide regional healthcare policies. This research/study also highlights the importance of routine screening and antibiotic stewardship, especially in university settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title provided in the manuscript is suitable but there is one typographical error noticed by me in the title:

("Eshcherichia" should be corrected to "Escherichia")
	

	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.


	Yes the abstrcat of the article is comprehensive and includes the following like objective, methodology, findings or results and conclusion. Some changes which I would like to suggest in the abstract are:

The use of "Ciprofloxacillin" should be corrected to "Ciprofloxacin," and "were susceptible to E. coli" should read "showed susceptibility against E. coli isolates."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	According to my keen inspection, the research manuscript follows an appropriate methodology, using standard microbiological techniques and susceptibility testing protocols. The statistical presentation is simple yet functional. However, the manuscript contains multiple grammatical and typographical errors, which needs to be addressed and corrected. The study design is appropriate, but the discussion section requires more futrher generalizations and comparision with other relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient. But recent references of articles published within last 5 years should be included more. Some references are missing basic formatting like volume or issue number.The following reference has been cited twice which should be corrected:

Flores-Mireles, A.L, Walker, J.N, Caparon, M, &Hultgren, S.J (2015). Urinary tract infections: epidemiology, mechanisms of infection and treatment options. Nature Review in Microbiology.;13(5):269–84.
	

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


	The language or English quality is ok. But my suggestion is to go for significant proofreading, so as to maintain the reputed journal standards, as some sentences are grammatically incorrect or poorly structured.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables should be carefully cross-verified for consistency with the results section as some inconsistencies has been noted.
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