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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 manuscript presents highly relevant and alarming regional data on antimicrobial resistance (AMR) in canine staphylococci, a critical topic within the One Health framework. The findings—particularly the exceptionally high rate of potential methicillin resistance (91.3%) and the detection of vancomycin resistance in animals not treated with the drug—provide an essential epidemiological warning. These results reinforce the role of seemingly healthy companion animals as community reservoirs for MDR strains, highlighting the urgent need for integrated surveillance, rational antimicrobial stewardship in veterinary medicine, and public health action at the human-animal interface.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The study is called "retrospective". This is an inaccuracy because the primary outcome data (swabs, isolation, resistance testing) were collected prospectively during the study period (Feb–Dec 2024). It should be classified as cross-sectional and observational..

The title's description of the organism, "Coagulase-positive Staphylococci With Golden-Pigmented Colonies," is lengthy and unclear, reflecting the methodological limitation.


Alternative Suggested Title:

"High Prevalence of Methicillin- and Multidrug-Resistant Golden Staphylococci in Nasal Carriage of Companion Dogs in Southeast Brazil: Implications for One Health Surveillance"
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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.
	Its, Good
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

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

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	
These errors involve minor language mistakes because the author has used European/Portuguese English if that is the problem, it is okay

· Antibiotic Names (Table 1):
· "Azitromycin" should be "Azithromycin".
· "Eritromycin" should be "Erythromycin".
· "Cloranfenicol" should be "Chloramphenicol".
· "Tetracyclin" should be "Tetracycline".
· Antibiotic Class Headings (Table 2):
· "Aminoglicosídeos" should be "Aminoglycosides".
· "Oxazolidinonas" should be "Oxazolidinones".
· "Fenicóis" should be "Phenicols" (or "Chloramphenicol").
· "Rifamicinas" should be "Rifamycins".
· "Tetracyclinas" should be "Tetracyclines".
· "Glicopeptides" should be "Glycopeptides".
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	The text "attended cats" should be corrected to "attended dogs".
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments_]Optional/General comments
	Numerical Inconsistencies in Table 2 (Vancomycin row):

· Intermediate (I) Count: The original table states 3 isolates. The correct count from Table 1 is 1 (Isolate #16).
· Susceptible (S) Count: The original table states 19 isolates. The correct count is 21 (23 total - 1 Resistant - 1 Intermediate = 21)



The full name (sulfamethoxazole–trimethoprim) is standard, but the parenthetical addition of "sulfazotrim" is a less common, likely regional or brand-related, term. For formal scientific communication, it should be consistently referred to by its full generic name to avoid confusion.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	No, but The provided text does not explicitly state whether the researchers obtained ethical permission from a formal Ethical Committee (e.g., an Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee or an equivalent ethics review board).

However, the methodology section includes a key ethical component:

· Inclusion Criteria: The sample consisted of dogs "whose owners provided informed consent" and "informed consent from the dog owner" was an inclusion criterion.
	



Reviewer details:

[bookmark: _Hlk212119701][bookmark: _GoBack]Shristi Aich, Kristu Jayanti College, India
