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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical global issue: antimicrobial resistance (AMR) in foodborne pathogens, specifically Escherichia coli and Staphylococcus aureus in poultry processing environments. By examining both meat and water samples from retail broiler shops, the study provides valuable insight into potential transmission pathways of multidrug-resistant bacteria from poultry to humans. The findings contribute to the growing body of evidence calling for stricter antibiotic stewardship in animal agriculture and improved hygiene standards in food processing. The high prevalence of multidrug resistance reported here reinforces the urgent need for integrated surveillance systems linking public health, veterinary, and environmental sectors. This work is particularly relevant for policymakers, food safety authorities, and researchers focusing on One Health approaches to combat AMR.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is informative and clearly reflects the scope of the study. However, it could be made slightly more concise and impactful while retaining its relevance.

Suggested alternatives: "Prevalence and Antimicrobial Resistance Patterns of E. coli and S. aureus in Poultry Processing Environments: Public Health Implications"

"Multidrug-Resistance and E. coli and S. aureus in Poultry Environments: Public Health Implications"
	

	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 generally clear, well-structured, and covers the background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However:

The methodology section in the abstract could briefly mention the number and types of antibiotics tested, as this adds context to the resistance findings.

The results could highlight the high prevalence of multidrug resistance more explicitly.

Suggested addition: Include a sentence in the results stating the percentage of isolates with MAR indices >0.2.

Suggested deletion: None—although some sentences could be slightly condensed for readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate, the statistical approach is valid, and the results are interpreted in the context of existing literature. Figures and tables support the findings well. However, some sections in the discussion are overly descriptive and could be streamlined for clarity without losing essential comparisons.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, most references are recent (2017–2024) and relevant to AMR, poultry, and food safety. However, the addition of a few more global One Health AMR surveillance framework references (e.g., WHO GLASS, OIE, FAO reports) would strengthen the public health context.


	

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


	Yes, the English is generally clear and professional. There are a few minor grammatical errors, occasional repetition, and some overly long sentences that could be broken down for better readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures 1–3 could be improved in quality for better visual clarity.

The discussion could benefit from a more concise summary of the implications for food safety and policy at the end.

Some abbreviations (e.g., MAR, CLSI) should be spelled out on first mention in the abstract as well as the main text for clarity.

Tables are informative but might be overwhelming; summarizing key antibiotic resistance findings in the text alongside the full table would improve reader engagement.
Recommendation: Minor Revision

Justification: The study is methodologically sound, relevant, and well-documented, but minor improvements to abstract clarity, reference breadth, and language refinement are recommended before publication.
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