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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 study on P. multocida in goats reveals its ability to form biofilms, which contributes to its antimicrobial resistance. This has important implications for animal health and biosecurity in goat systems. Its regional focus provides valuable data for veterinary management in Indonesia. It also encourages future research in veterinary microbiology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate because it clearly and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study. It highlights the microbiological approach, the animal species involved, and the geographic location, facilitating the scientific community's understanding of the topic.
	

	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 abstract is complete, as it adequately covers the study's objectives, methods, and main findings. Only a minor change should be made to how the methodology is stated (see manuscript).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate, as it presents coherent, methodologically valid information supported by data relevant to its field of study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, although the number of references is limited, they are relevant and recent (most of them), which allows the scientific content of the manuscript to be adequately supported.
	

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


	You must make the suggested corrections to the English language, made in the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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