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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 manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to the growing body of literature on antimicrobial resistance in dairy pathogens, particularly within an Egyptian and broader African context where such data remains relatively scarce. By combining classical bacteriological methods with molecular confirmation via PCR, the study establishes a reliable and reproducible framework that other researchers can replicate across different regions. The finding that all isolates exceeded the MAR index threshold of 0.2 sends a clear warning signal to the scientific community about the scale of antibiotic misuse in dairy farming environments, and the data provided here can directly inform local and national antimicrobial stewardship policies. Perhaps most importantly, the study bridges the gap between veterinary and human medicine by highlighting K. pneumoniae as a shared threat under the One Health framework, reminding researchers, clinicians, and policymakers alike that what happens on a dairy farm does not stay on a dairy farm.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, you may as well consider this 
Prevalence, gyrA-Based Molecular Identification, and Multidrug Resistance Profiles of Klebsiella pneumoniae Isolated from Mastitic Cattle and Buffaloes 
	

	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 well-written and covers the essential components of a research article. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and the methodology is appropriate for the study's objectives.
	

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


	

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


	Yes, it is. Though the organism's name is spelled inconsistently in several places. "Klebsiella" is misspelled as "Klebseilla" in the keywords section, and "K. pneumonia" is used interchangeably with "K. pneumoniae" throughout the text.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, but the manuscript does not include any explicit statement regarding ethical approval for the collection of milk samples from animals. 
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