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Review Form 3

PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

It provides valuable insights into the prevalence, risk factors, and behavioral patterns contributing to
UTlIs within a specific, high-risk demographic that is often underrepresented in epidemiological studies.
By focusing on medical students, the study also highlights the influence of academic stress, hygiene
practices, and access to healthcare, offering practical implications for prevention and management
strategies.

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

Clear and conveys the subject of the study effectively

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 well-structured and comprehensive but can be improved for clarity, conciseness,
and alignment with scientific writing standards

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

The abstract appears to be scientifically structured and presents a logical flow from introduction to
conclusion. However, there are areas that could be refined or questioned to ensure clarity, validity, and
precision in scientific communication

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

Not Sufficient and does not fulfil the requirements of the journal style

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

Text is clear and well-structured, but some phrasing can be improved for conciseness, flow, and clarity

Optional/General comments

Modify references and improve language
The high contamination rate (70.7%) deserves more detailed exploration. Was this due to collection
technigues, or does it indicate an endemic issue with sample handling
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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