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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 case report highlights how self-administration of antibiotics by pet owners can lead to multidrug-resistant infections and treatment failure. Although based on a single case, the report contributes to the growing body of evidence on the risks associated with antimicrobial misuse in exotic pets and the potential implications for zoonotic transmission. The paper also reinforces the importance of antimicrobial stewardship and owner education in veterinary practice.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title generally reflects the content of the manuscript and clearly indicates that the paper is a case report focusing on antimicrobial resistance in a budgerigar.  However, a slightly refined title could improve clarity and scientific tone.

Suggested alternative title:

“Consequences of Self-Medication in a Budgerigar (Melopsittacus undulatus): A Case Report of Multidrug-Resistant Infection.”

	

	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 adequately summarizes the background, clinical presentation, microbiological findings, and outcome of the case. It clearly highlights the public health relevance of antimicrobial resistance.

However, a few minor improvements could strengthen it:

· Briefly mention the diagnostic approach (culture and antimicrobial susceptibility testing).

· Clarify that the report is based on a single clinical case.

· Improve sentence flow and remove minor grammatical inconsistencies.

Overall, the abstract communicates the main findings effectively.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and the case description is clearly structured. The authors appropriately link antimicrobial misuse to the emergence of multidrug-resistant organisms, which is consistent with current literature on AMR.

However, some areas could be improved:

· Identification of bacterial isolates is described only in general terms. The specific bacterial species isolated from the cloacal swab should be reported if available.

· The methods for antimicrobial susceptibility testing should specify the interpretative standards used (e.g., CLSI guidelines).

· Additional clinical details such as body weight, exact treatment protocol, and duration of therapy would strengthen the clinical description.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and include several recent publications addressing antimicrobial resistance and companion animals. The citation of major AMR literature, including Murray et al. (2022) on the global burden of antimicrobial resistance, strengthens the background discussion.

Nevertheless, the authors may consider including additional literature on:

· Antimicrobial resistance in exotic pet birds
· One Health perspectives on AMR transmission between animals and humans


	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but several grammatical and stylistic issues are present throughout the text. Some sentences are lengthy and contain minor grammatical errors.

A careful professional English language edit is recommended before publication to improve readability and clarity.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures should be presented with clearer labeling and higher resolution if possible.

· The discussion section could better emphasize the One Health implications, particularly the risk of antimicrobial-resistant pathogens spreading from companion animals to humans.

· The ethical and consent sections should be reviewed for clarity. The statement under “Consent” appears incomplete.

Overall, this manuscript presents a valuable clinical observation but would benefit from minor revisions to improve methodological clarity and language quality.

The manuscript addresses an important topic and presents a clinically relevant case report. However, minor revisions are needed to improve clarity, methodological detail, and language quality before publication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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