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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.


	Research is devoted to studying the spread of antibiotic-resistant strains of Salmonella enteritidis in chicken meat. Such research opens up scientific horizons in veterinary microbiology, infectious diseases, zooanthroponoses. It reveals potential risks in the field of public catering. The research was conducted in the Thoothukudi district (Tamil Nadu, India).


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The sampling procedure (number of chicken meat samples, sampling locations, and time frame) must be statistically adequate and representative of the population studied. Isolation and identification of Salmonella Enteritidis should follow internationally accepted standards (e.g., ISO 6579-1:2017 or equivalent microbiological protocols). Antimicrobial susceptibility testing should adhere to CLSI or EUCAST guidelines. Results should include the prevalence of S. Enteritidis, detailed antimicrobial resistance profiles, and interpretation of multidrug-resistant (MDR) patterns.


	

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

Completeness of the list of sources for the last 3 years


	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The structure of the paper follows standard scientific conventions, including Abstract, Introduction, Materials and Methods, Results and Discussion, and Conclusion sections. The abstract succinctly outlines the study’s aim, design, methods, and findings; however, it contains overly detailed sentences that reduce its clarity and conciseness. The authors should have emphasized the research more clearly to distinguish it from similar studies.

The Introduction is informative and provides an extensive epidemiological background on salmonellosis, but it is overloaded with general WHO data, which overshadows the specific rationale for the study. It would be beneficial to shorten this section and focus on regional aspects, such as antimicrobial usage patterns in local poultry farms and their potential link to S. Enteritidis dissemination.

The Materials and Methods section is well described, allowing for reproducibility. However, the inclusion of detailed descriptions of routine biochemical tests (e.g., catalase, oxidase, and indole tests) appears redundant. For an international audience, it would suffice to reference standard protocols (such as CLSI, ISO, or Bergey’s Manual) instead of providing step-by-step details. On a positive note, the authors’ use of molecular confirmation (PCR targeting the sdf gene) adds scientific rigor to the study. Biosafety compliance and the use of controls in PCR are also commendable.

The Results and Discussion section presents data clearly through figures and tables, yet lacks in-depth analytical interpretation. The authors mainly describe findings without providing sufficient statistical or comparative analysis. Including correlation analysis between sample sources and resistance profiles or comparing resistance rates with previous studies (both local and global) would strengthen this section. Moreover, some figures lack proper English captions and detailed explanations, reducing their informative value.

The Conclusions are concise and accurate but merely restate the results rather than synthesizing broader implications or offering practical recommendations. It would be helpful if the authors highlighted how their findings could inform antibiotic stewardship in poultry production and food safety monitoring programs.

In terms of writing style, the paper maintains an overall academic tone but occasionally deviates from standard scientific English due to syntactic errors and repetitive phrasing. The manuscript would benefit from professional language editing by a native English speaker or a scientific editor.

In summary, this article presents scientifically sound and relevant research; however, it requires improvement in several aspects — namely, a more focused introduction, linguistic refinement, enhanced statistical analysis, and a more comprehensive discussion linking the results to the global issue of antimicrobial resistance. Once these revisions are implemented, the paper can be recommended for publication in the Journal of Advances in Microbiology.

The manuscript addresses an important topic concerning the public health threat posed by antimicrobial-resistant Salmonella Enteritidis isolated from poultry meat. Overall, the study is relevant and timely, given the global rise in antibiotic resistance among food-borne pathogens. However, several aspects require clarification and refinement before the paper can be considered for publication.

The isolation and identification methods for Salmonella Enteritidis should be described in greater detail, including media used, incubation conditions, and confirmatory biochemical or molecular tests.

The antimicrobial susceptibility testing methods (e.g., disk diffusion, MIC determination) need explicit reference to standardized protocols (such as CLSI or EUCAST guidelines).

The rationale for selecting specific antibiotics for testing should be justified in light of their clinical or veterinary relevance.

The data presentation would benefit from additional statistical analysis, including measures of variability (standard deviation or confidence intervals).

Figures and tables should be clearly labeled and include units.

The authors should discuss the implications of their resistance findings in the context of regional or global trends.

The discussion could be strengthened by comparing the findings with recent literature (past 5 years).

The conclusion should focus more sharply on the practical implications for food safety and antimicrobial stewardship rather than merely summarizing the result

The manuscript would benefit from linguistic editing to improve readability and scientific tone.

References must be updated and formatted consistently according to the journal’s style guide.
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