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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.
	The study provides an in-depth and comprehensive review of the fowl adenovirus. This included review of the epidemiology, taxonomy, diagnosis and prevention. Therefore, it lays the foundation upon which more studies can be carried out to understand pathogenesis of this neglected yet economically important  virus.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not suitable since the in-depth discussion doesn't include the pathogenesis of the virus in the host. I would suggest delition of the the word infection from the title to read " Fowl adenovirus: a comprehensive review"
	

	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.


	I recommend reorganization of the abstract to start with introduction, molecular structure, symptoms and diagnosis, prevention, conclusion and then the aim of the study. 
Generally an abstract cannot start with the air of study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes and the flow is quite excellent 
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript meets the desired quality of a review paper with minor correction.
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