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	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.


	Text: "A sample size of 100 children under five years was recruited for the study. This sample size is considered adequate for estimating the prevalence of Shigella and Salmonella species." Critique: This justification is insufficient for a prevalence study. The researcher should clearly state: the equation used (e.g., Cochrane's equation or ratio equation); the variables used in the calculation (e.g., expected prevalence ($P), required level of accuracy ($d), and confidence level ($Z); and the significance: without showing the calculation, the selection of the sample size becomes arbitrary, which reduces the statistical power of the study.
Text: "A sample size of 100 children under five years was recruited for the study. This sample size is considered adequate for estimating the prevalence of Shigella and Salmonella species." Critique: This justification is unclear and insufficient for a prevalence study. The researcher should clearly state: the equation used (e.g., Cochrane's equation or ratio equation); the variables used in the calculation (e.g., expected prevalence ($P), required level of accuracy ($d), and confidence level ($Z); and the significance: without showing the calculation, the selection of the sample size becomes arbitrary, which reduces the statistical power of the study.
The use of the mean and standard deviation was mentioned, but no explanation was given of how to deal with non-normally distributed data or other relevant quantitative variables.
Text: "Children who have taken antibiotics in the past two weeks."

Critique: This criterion is very important because it reduces false negatives in the samples, but the study did not mention whether parents also reported the use of antidiarrheals or antimalarial drugs, which could also affect pathogen detection.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is long, and contains unnecessary repetitions. Please rewrite it in a concise and comprehensive manner.
	

	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.


	100 samples were collected, and 4 samples were found to be positive for Salmonella. Sensitivity testing was performed on these four samples (4 isolates).
The antibiotic resistance (AST) results are based on only four samples. Although the results are accurate for these samples, their statistical power and generalizability are very low.
The methodology makes no mention of the microscopic or culture results. Were these used only as a preliminary step before PCR? A brief explanation of how the diagnosis was confirmed would be helpful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, to some extent.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Using a reference with a future or very recent date raises questions about its availability to the reader (although this may be due to earlier publication dates).
	

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


	Good, to some extent.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Although the introduction mentions previously high and varying prevalence rates in Nigeria (22.1%–51.3%), it does not specify what "knowledge gap" this particular study seeks to fill, other than the need for "local data".
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