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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.


	Fowl adenovirus is a critical avian pathogenic disease with significant consequences for poultry birds’ health and has major economic importance in the poultry industry. A scientific review on FAdV is crucial for the research community as it combines current epidemiology, genetic diversity, and knowledge about its pathogenicity. Regarding its zoonotic potential and role in immunosuppression, this review aids in developing diagnostic techniques, control plans, and future research directions, ultimately contributing to global poultry health and food security.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article is good enough to attract the readers’ attention.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive to some extent, but it can be expanded further for clarity and depth by including broader implications regarding recent research on vaccine development and its progress rate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript ensures the scientific rigor, maintaining clarity and objectivity, also the references are reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This manuscript has a sufficient number of references, which provides a good foundation for the study, but some references are dated, which affects the applicability given the field’s recent advancements. Citing more recent literature regarding current scientific perspectives will make the manuscript more reliable.
	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is convincing, with a precise and detailed scientific basis. Sentences are well articulated and engaging, making the content easy to comprehend.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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