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	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 explores methicillin and antiseptic resistance genes in Staphylococcus aureus isolates from the milk of bovine, ovine, and goat species, addressing a significant concern in veterinary medicine. The findings enhance our understanding of antimicrobial resistance related to mastitis, which affects both animal health and dairy production. By identifying resistance genes, the study emphasizes potential public health risks associated with zoonotic transmission. Overall, it highlights the need for continued surveillance and prudent use of antiseptics and antibiotics in veterinary practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Suggested Alternative Title:

"Assessing Methicillin and Antiseptic Resistance Genes in Staphylococcus aureus from Bovine, Ovine, and Goat Milk"


	

	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.


	Suggestions for Improvement:

Implications: Adding a sentence about the implications of these findings for veterinary practices and public health could enhance the relevance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Areas for Improvement:

1. Sample Size and Diversity: While the sample size is mentioned (694 milk samples), a more detailed explanation regarding the selection criteria and diversity of the farms could strengthen the findings. Clarifying how representative the sample is of the broader population would enhance the study's validity.

2. Statistical Analysis: The manuscript lacks mention of any statistical analyses performed to interpret the data. Including information on statistical methods used to assess the significance of findings would improve scientific rigor.

3. Discussion of Limitations: The manuscript does not address potential limitations of the study, such as the geographical scope or the possibility of contamination during sample handling. Acknowledging limitations is important for transparency and scientific integrity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript appear to be generally sufficient.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article appear to be generally suitable for scholarly communication.
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