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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract

1. "A Systematic review of the literature was conducted…" → The word "systematic" should not be capitalized.

2. "Results indicate that automated rapid detection methods greatly enhance contamination control…" →  Specify the extent of improvement with a percentage or comparison.

3. "Gene-Up was more specific and sensitive in pathogen identification…" → Clarify what makes it more specific and sensitive compared to the others.

Introduction

4. "Because of the gravity of these dangers, the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) and the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) have enacted rigorous food safety regulations requiring poultry processors to implement effective microbial detection methods." → Briefly mention key regulations for clarity.

5. "Traditional microbial detection methods, i.e., culture-based techniques, have long been used…" → "i.e." should be replaced with "such as" for better readability.

6. "VIDAS, Gene-Up, and Tempo Systems are some of the most trending techniques employed intensively in poultry processing." → "Trending" is informal; consider using "widely adopted" instead.

Methodology

7. "Boolean operators such as 'AND' and 'OR' were utilized to refine search results…" → Explain how these helped improve the selection process.

8. "120 records were identified in the database searches, including 40 from Google Scholar…" → Presenting numbers in a table might improve readability.

9. "First, the exclusion of research that was non-English possibly denied access to valuable research…" → "Possibly denied access" is uncertain; consider "may have limited the scope."

Results and Discussion

10. "One major advantage of Gene-Up is that it has an extremely low limit of detection." → Define the limit of detection in CFU for clarity.

11. "However, despite its advantages, the implementation of Gene-Up in poultry processing plants is not without challenges." → Summarize key challenges in a table for better visualization.

12. "Tempo Systems, being an automated microbial enumeration platform, has significance in identifying the extent of bacterial contamination…" → Sentence is long; break it into two for clarity.

13. "VIDAS, an enzyme-linked fluorescent immunoassay (ELFA)-based system, has seen widespread application…" → "Has seen" could be replaced with "is widely used" for conciseness.

14. "Despite these merits, VIDAS has several setbacks as well." → "Setbacks" could be replaced with "limitations" to sound more neutral.

Conclusion

15. "Future research must be directed towards the integration of emerging technologies for the improvement of detection accuracy, speed, and cost in poultry safety management." → "Must be directed towards" can be simplified to "should focus on."
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