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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the increasing antibiotic resistance patterns of uropathogenic bacteria, particularly E. coli and K. pneumoniae, which are significant contributors to urinary tract infections (UTIs). Its findings highlight critical trends in resistance rates over recent years, emphasizing the urgent need for continued surveillance and revised treatment protocols in both hospital and community settings. I appreciate the comprehensive analysis of resistance mechanisms, particularly the role of ESBLs, and the discussion of the factors influencing these trends, as it offers a nuanced understanding that can inform clinical practice and future research. Overall, this work contributes significantly to the ongoing discourse on antimicrobial resistance and underscores the importance of adapting treatment strategies to combat these emerging threats.
	

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

	The title is clear and descriptive.
	

	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 comprehensive, covering the background, methods, results, and conclusion of the study. However, it does not appropriately describe the results. 
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	yes
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Even though the data is good, it must be presented in scientific language. The words used in the manuscript should be consistent. Always write the full name of the species at the beginning, then use an abbreviation. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	

NO
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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