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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.


	This is a significant contribution because foot disorders are a major welfare challenge in elephants, and identifying a multidrug-resistant pathogen adds new insight into both treatment and biosecurity considerations. The findings expand current knowledge on bacterial pathogens affecting megafauna and highlight possible zoonotic implications for wildlife staff. Overall, the study provides valuable baseline data that can support improved wildlife health management protocols.
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	Yes, the title is suitable, Alternative title “Multidrug-Resistant Shigella flexneri Isolated from Foot Lesions of Captive Asiatic Elephants in Central India”
	

	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 and includes background, methods, key findings, and significance.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well structured, with clear methodology, systematic sampling, and appropriate bacteriological identification methods. The results are novel and relevant.
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	The references are relevant and mostly recent, though a few are older standard texts (acceptable). Adding recent AMR studies in wildlife or Shigella epidemiology from the last 5–7 years would further strengthen the discussion.
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	The manuscript is understandable, but several sections would benefit from language polishing to improve grammar, flow, and clarity.
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	1. Figures/plates should be renumbered sequentially (Plate 01, Plate 02… some inconsistencies are present).

2.  Consider adding a brief workflow diagram summarizing sampling and laboratory analysis.

3.  Tables 02 and 03 require clearer layout and explanation; multiple "R" values without context may confuse readers.
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