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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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suggestions here. 
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appropriate? 
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scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound as it employs well-established 
microbiological methods, including culture-based techniques, gram staining, and biochemical tests, to 
identify bacterial and fungal species from avian droppings. The study demonstrates methodological 
rigor by adopting a non-invasive fecal collection strategy, ensuring minimal disturbance to the birds 
while maintaining sample integrity. 
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
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