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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 provides important epidemiological and molecular evidence on the circulation of mecA-harboring MRSA in the bovine milk ecosystem of Eastern Uttar Pradesh, a region with high dairy density and public health relevance. By integrating phenotypic, molecular, and antimicrobial resistance profiling, the manuscript highlights the growing burden of multidrug-resistant Staphylococcus aureus in dairy animals. The findings contribute valuable baseline data for antimicrobial stewardship, mastitis control programs, and One Health–oriented surveillance strategies. Moreover, the study underscores the zoonotic and food safety implications associated with MRSA contamination of raw milk.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, specific, and scientifically accurate. It clearly reflects the molecular focus (mecA gene), the pathogen (MRSA), the ecological niche (bovine milk), and the geographical region studied
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, clearly summarizing the background, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the study. It adequately reflects the objectives and outcomes of the research. No major additions or deletions are required; however, minor language polishing could further enhance clarity and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. Standardized bacteriological, phenotypic, and molecular techniques were applied in accordance with internationally accepted guidelines. The results are logically presented and appropriately discussed in light of existing literature, supporting the conclusions drawn.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and up to date. The manuscript cites recent peer-reviewed studies and authoritative guidelines that adequately support the scientific background, methodology, and discussion. No essential references appear to be missing.
	

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


	The language is generally clear, formal, and suitable for academic publication. Minor grammatical and stylistic revisions may further improve fluency, but overall the manuscript meets the standards required for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a significant issue in veterinary microbiology and public health. The integration of molecular detection with antimicrobial resistance profiling strengthens the scientific value of the study. The findings have practical implications for dairy management and antimicrobial usage policies.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are involved in this study. Milk samples were collected following standard veterinary and laboratory procedures without animal harm or invasive interventions.
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