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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.
	The present manuscript provides valuable insights into the antibiogram patterns of bacterial isolates associated with subclinical mastitis, a major economic concern in the dairy industry. By documenting the alarming levels of resistance to commonly used antibiotics such as penicillin, pefloxacin, and bacitracin, the study highlights the growing threat of antimicrobial resistance in bovine mastitis pathogens. The findings also identify levofloxacin as a promising broad-spectrum therapeutic option, contributing to evidence- based  selection  of  effective  treatments.  Overall,  this  work  supports  improved  mastitis  management,
prudent antibiotic use, and better herd health strategies, benefiting veterinarians, researchers, and dairy
producers alike.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Alternative Title: Antibiotic Resistance Patterns of Mastitis-Associated Bacteria Identified from California
Mastitis Test Samples
	

	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.
	Mention whether antimicrobial susceptibility testing followed standard guidelines (e.g., CLSI). Standardize scientific names (Streptococcus, Staphylococcus) and correct typographical errors. Improve clarity in reporting the number of isolates (22 + 18 + 8 = 48; mismatch with 45). Streamline the Results section to avoid repetition of resistance percentages.
Moderate the conclusion—avoid overgeneralizing that levofloxacin can be given to “any type” of
mastitis case.
Consider adding a brief statement on the significance or implication of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with a clear objective, appropriate methodology, and well- presented results. The antimicrobial susceptibility testing approach and interpretation of resistance patterns are consistent with standard microbiological practices. However, a few areas require attention:
numerical discrepancies in  isolate  counts should be  corrected, bacterial names should follow  proper scientific  formatting,  and  conclusions  about  levofloxacin  should  be  stated  more  cautiously  to  avoid
overgeneralization.  With  these  minor  revisions,  the  scientific  quality  of  the  manuscript  will  be strengthened.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and recent, but adding updated AST standards (CLSI/EUCAST
2024) and a few recent reviews on AMR and mastitis would further strengthen the manuscript.
	

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

	Optional/General comments
	The article is well-structured, informative, and supported by relevant references; inclusion of recent studies would further enhance its depth and relevance.

The paper's importance is appreciated, but it requires minor improvements to be accepted. Author, complete all changes mentioned in the review form for paper acceptance.
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