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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.


	Although the findings of this study are relevant to public health and of interest to the scientific community, the results and methodology sections require substantial revision. The manuscript would benefit from significant further refinement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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, but it could be better if it is concise

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Introduction is too short, needs some elaboration. Please put citation in first paragraph of introduction. In rationale section of introduction, author could mention one-health approach or zoonotic diseases. 
2. In the Materials and Methods section, the content under each subheading is overly detailed and includes unnecessary information. The authors should briefly describe the procedures performed and support them with appropriate citations, rather than providing extensive procedural details. Sections such as “Materials needed” and “Procedure” should be removed.
3. All the format of agar’s results from Result section is wrong. Please rewrite this part. 

4. All the images in the result section shows that author could not isolate pure single colony in EMB agar. So, the result of Vitek is not trustable. 

5. Not to mention, Staphylococcus aureus was grown in EMB although it is gram positive bacteria, and I can see mixed colonies in EMB agar which makes it hard to trust the result of Vitek from that colonies. 

6.  All the bacterial names were not italicized. 
7. Most of result  and methodology section are in wrong format. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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