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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 review addresses the growing global challenge of methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) through a One Health framework that integrates human, animal, plant, and environmental reservoirs. The manuscript is important because MRSA is no longer confined to hospitals and increasingly circulates at the livestock–environment–human interface. By summarizing resistance mechanisms, ecological transmission routes, and integrated control strategies, the paper provides a multidisciplinary perspective that is highly relevant for AMR mitigation and public health. The review may help researchers and policymakers design cross-sectoral surveillance and intervention strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects both the pathogen (MRSA) and the One Health scope
Option: “Antimicrobial Resistance in Methicillin-Resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA): A One Health Perspective Across Human, Animal, Plant, and Environmental Interfaces”
	

	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 summarizes:

· MRSA as a global AMR threat

· cross-sector transmission

· resistance mechanisms

· surveillance and One Health control needs 

Strengths:
✔ Clearly states scope
✔ Emphasizes One Health relevance
✔ Mentions prevention and surveillance

Suggestions:

· Add 1–2 sentences specifying key review themes or subtopics (e.g., livestock reservoirs, plant interactions, resistance genes such as mecA/mecC).

· Briefly state the practical implications (policy or intervention outcomes).

· Reduce slightly repetitive wording about “global challenge”.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
Strengths:
✔ Correct explanation of MRSA biology and mecA-mediated resistance
✔ Accurate discussion of animal and environmental reservoirs
✔ Good integration of One Health concepts
✔ Logical structure: mechanisms → transmission → surveillance → control 

Areas for improvement:

· Some sections are descriptive; add critical synthesis rather than listing information.

· Include quantitative data or recent statistics where possible.

· Clarify the plant–microbe interaction section with stronger evidence or citations.

· Avoid overgeneralization (e.g., statements about “widespread contamination” should be supported by references).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally relevant and include foundational and modern MRSA/AMR studies 

Suggestions:
· Add more recent (2022–2025) references

· Include:

· WHO GLASS or global AMR surveillance reports

· Recent livestock-associated MRSA (LA-MRSA) studies

· Environmental AMR dissemination reviews

· Increase citations for the plant-associated MRSA claims


	

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


	Language is understandable but requires moderate editing.

Common issues:

· Long sentences

· Minor grammar inconsistencies

· Redundancy

· Occasional awkward phrasing

Recommendation: Professional proofreading or native-English editing 


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Add tables or figures, e.g.:

· Table: MRSA reservoirs and transmission pathways

· Figure: One Health transmission cycle

· Include a short “Future Research Directions” subsection

· Add a concise conclusion summarizing actionable recommendations
· Improve subheading consistency

Recommendation

Minor Revision

Justification

The manuscript is scientifically sound, relevant, and well structured, but requires:

· language polishing

· stronger critical analysis

· updated references

· minor structural improvements

These are correctable without major rewriting.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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