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Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript from a scientific point of view seems well done.

1. This study is important for rapid differential detection of
mycobacterial infections involving M. bovis, MAP and M.
smegmatis (NTM) from faecal samples of cattle and buffaloes.

2. The inhouse multiplex PCR may be used alongside the
Intradermal Tuberculin and Johnin tests for screening of TB,
JD and M. smegmatis infections in farm animals.

3. It may be important in screening as well as confirmatory
diagnosis of mycobacterial infections like TB, JD and M.
smegmatis and help in the elimination program of these
diseases from the farm animals.

Is the title of the article suitable?
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Is appropriate for the content of the article

No changes made

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.

Represents a suitable summary of the work.

No changes made except Grammatical correction (highlighted)

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please

write here.

The manuscript from a scientific point of view seems well done

Added some references and made grammatical corrections
(highlighted)

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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mention them in the review form.

Is appropriate for the content of the article

Following New References has been added in the discussion
section:

Mohan & Kushwaha, 2024; Soumya et al., 2009; Haghkhah & Maleki,
2009; Tripathi et al., 2009; Espejo & Wells, 2009; Leite & Stabel,

2012.
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The article's title : Is appropriate for the content of the article
Abstract: Represents a suitable summary of the work.
Introduction: Is appropriate for the content of the article
Article content:- Enough information has been provided.

Conclusions: Is appropriate for the content of the article

Made grammatical corrections (highlighted) of the whole
manuscript and added some references in the discussion
section.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

The study has been approved by the Institutional Ethical Committee.

No ethical issue was involved in this study, as no animals were harmed during
the study. All the sample collection from farm animals, laboratory research work
including culture work were done following standard procedures/guidelines
according to WOAH Manual.
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