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	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.


	The paper deals with the very current topic of antimicrobial resistance in the poultry industry at the local level. A major contribution is the study of the prevalence of intestinal bacteria in poultry and the assessment of the effectiveness of conventional antibiotics and alternative antimicrobial agents.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title of the article is appropriate.
	

	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, clearly presenting the research basis, methodology, results, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The work has scientific weight and provides useful information on the use of antimicrobial agents and alternative agents in the treatment of intestinal infections in poultry at the local level.
	

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

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


	The English language in the manuscript is understandable and acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Paper entitled: In-Vitro Antimicrobial Activity of Selected Commercial Antibiotics, Bromelain and Chitosan against Gut Bacteria isolated from Chicken Kept in Juja Sub-County, Kenya is a well-structured manuscript. I am confident that this study provides valuable insights into the use of antibiotics and alternative drugs in Chicken  farms. The findings contribute to the understanding of current practices and their potential implications for antimicrobial resistance in the region.

During reviewing I found some MINOR comments listed bellow:
Introduction

At the end of the introduction are three sentences or ideas related to the problem of antibiotic overuse and antimicrobial resistance (AMR). I suggest that you combine them into one or two shorter paragraphs for better brevity and clarity of the text. This would make the introduction clearer and easier to read for readers.

Methodology
2.2
In the sentence: Cloacal swabs were collected from chickens to assess the bacterial in the feces, replace bacteria with bacteria

2.3 
Chicken Sample size determination may be replaced with Sample Size Determination for Chicken Population

2.4
The cultural and colonial characteristics of the bacteria grown replace with Colony morphology and cultural characteristics...

2.6
100ml of 4M HCL acid at 75ºC with a temperature of 1 hour replace with 100 ml of 4M HCl acid at a temperature of 75ºC for 1 hour

The obtained clean sample was placed in an oven heated to 600ºC and allowed to dry for 24 hours to remove any remaining moisture. is it 60 or 600 ºC

2.7
where bromelain was extracted following procedure describe by Daiba et al., (2023) replace with where bromelain was extracted following procedure described….

2.8
sterile disc papers were dipped in different concentrations of commercial bromelain and 1% chitosan…. maybe add the concentrations used for test reproducibility 

commercial bromelain is this purchased commercially or prepared as in point 2.7

suggestion: Sterile disc papers were impregnated with different concentrations of bromelain and 1% chitosan……

2.8 Data analysis replace with 2.9

Microsoft Excel vs 20 and SPSS vs 2020 replace with version20 and version 2020

logistic regression test, it is better to call it logistic regression analysis

Results

3.1 Prevalence of bacteria isolates from cloacal swabs of chicken in Juja Subcounty replace with Prevalence of gut bacteria ……

Salmonella spp. were the most prevalent (46.5%) pathogen  replace with Salmonella spp. were the most  frequently isolated bacteria 

E. coli species were the predominant replace with most prevalent

3.2 In farms where chicken were mixed chicken with other poultry species maybi replace with Chickens raised together with other poultry species

3.4 A and B represents two antibiotics selected for testing….replace with A and B represent the two bacterial isolates tested per species.

Discussion and conclusion

The discussion is well organized and with relevant references. However, I suggest shortening or reformulating a few sentences for better clarity and readability. There are a few grammatical issues. I recommend simplifying the conclusion to avoid repeating the points discussed.

Second paragraph – too extensive comparisons have enumerations. , It is necessary to summarize the paragraph and strengthen the cohesion of the sentences

for example: Similar levels of prevalence have been reported in Brazil, Norway, and various regions of Kenya and South Africa, ranging from 85% to 95%, and references continue to be listed.

fourth paragraph; In this study, all three isolates were highly resistant to tetracycline, nalidixic acid, and penicillin and sulfamethoxazole. and is an excess

sixth paragraph bromelain was more sensitive to isolates of Salmonella and E. coli. Bromelain is not sensitive, but the bacteria were sensitive
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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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