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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	It brings out microbial drug resistance among humans and primates in a zoonotic garden. This there gives an insight on preventive measures to reduce prevalence of microbial drug resistance. More focus on preventive measures should be among populations in the neighbourhood of the zoonotic garden.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable. However, “pattern” has not come out in data analysis. Perhaps, the author may consider disaggregating prevalence by age, sex, and/or length of service at the zoonotic garden (for human population). For the non-human primate population, the author may disaggregate by species and/or sex.
	

	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.


	In the design, the author talks about including population around the garden, while ignoring that under place of study. There should be concurrence. The main finding regarding “pattern” is not captured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Second sentence under introduction is misleading. On sample size determination, the author should address the following questions: Were the 52 stool samples from monkeys and 91 stool human samples representative of the population from which they were drawn? Which sampling technique was used? Proportionately, how was the sample size of 91 distributed among human study subjects (workers, and population in the neighbourhood)? For 52, how was the distribution by species? Under results, Table 4 and Table 5 have same information.
	

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

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


	Suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Sections in the article should be itemized. In the conclusion, the result is not concluded in the affirmative. 
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