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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.


	As time passes and we find it more and more difficult to develop new treatments for broadly resistant bacterial strains, scientific work such as this become highly important. The analysis of isolates and their antibiotic resistances is crucial to curate what treatments are to be administered in order to control dangerous infections. Specifically, the management of infection in a poultry production context becomes extremely important, as it affects not only production and economical gain but also possible future outbreaks that could be detrimental to humans. The results shown in this work are very interesting, not only do they prove a high antibiotic resistance but also highlights the complexity of the mechanisms that are responsible for it. These results call for closer examination a deeper study of this type pf antibiotic resistant bacteria in the poultry industry. 
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	Yes.
	

	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 concise and covers all the main points of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

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

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


	The level of English of this manuscript is very good, sentences are appropriately constructed and the vocabulary is correct for an academic text. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, this manuscript is very well written, the information is presented clearly and the language used is very easy to follow. 

Depending on the amount of space allotted for this article in the final publication I would suggest reducing the length of the text. Specially, the Introduction and Materials and Methods sections, detailed information about experimental protocols could be included in a separate “Annex” section.
While the tables presenting results are very well organized and clear, the text accompanying the images from electrophoresis experiments is a bit confusing, perhaps the reference for each species name could be presented separately to make the reading smoother.
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