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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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community as it examines the link between gross lesions of Chronic Respiratory Disease (CRD) and molecular detection of Mycoplasma gallisepticum (MG) using PCR in chickens. It provides valuable insights into MG pathology, diagnosis, and economic impact on the poultry industry. By establishing a significant correlation between CRD lesions and MG detection, the study emphasizes the need for early diagnosis and effective disease management strategies to enhance poultry health and productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 comprehensive but could be improved by adding the practical significance of Mycoplasma gallisepticum (MG) detection, specifying the percentage of MG-positive flocks (20%), and emphasizing the study’s contribution to early diagnosis and disease management. Clarifying the methodology with key numbers and reinforcing the role of PCR in detecting CRD would enhance clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically accurate, as it follows a structured research methodology, including gross pathology, histopathology, and molecular detection using PCR. The findings are supported by statistical analysis, and relevant literature is cited to validate the results. However, a thorough review of data consistency, statistical interpretation, and alignment with existing research would further strengthen its scientific rigor. Minor refinements in result presentation and discussion could enhance clarity and impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are relevant and include both classic and recent studies, covering key aspects of Mycoplasma gallisepticum (MG) detection, pathology, and disease management. However, some references are relatively older (e.g., Stripkovits & Kempf, 1996; Ley, 2008), and incorporating more recent studies (from the last five years) on MG detection techniques, molecular diagnostics, and poultry disease control would strengthen the manuscript. If needed, I can suggest specific recent references related to MG epidemiology and PCR advancements. Let me know if you’d like me to do so.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but some sentences could be refined for better clarity, conciseness, and grammatical accuracy. Minor issues such as overly long sentences, redundancy, and inconsistent phrasing could be improved to enhance readability. A thorough proofreading and slight rewording in certain sections would improve the overall flow and academic tone. If needed, I can help with specific edits for clarity and coherence.
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