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	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript “Genetic Analysis of Spore-Forming Pathogenic Bacteria Using PCR in Clinical Samples from the Republican Hospital in Kirkuk-Iraq “addresses an important and underexplored clinical issue. The topic is highly relevant and has potential significance for infection control and public health. By applying PCR techniques to clinical samples from the Republican Hospital in Kirkuk-Iraq, the study contributes to a better understanding of the prevalence, diversity, and potential risks associated with these pathogens in a clinical setting.
	

	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.


	Yes, but avoid mentioning detailed culture media. The conclusion section of the abstract needs to be rewritten clearly stating the study's impact on infection control practices
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but there are some technical issue in the manuscript such as 

Procedure for sporulation is not standard—exposing at 80–85°C for 10 minutes is used typically to select spores after formation, not induce sporulation.

No description of control strains (positive and negative) used in PCR.

No validation data provided for primers (specificity, sensitivity).

No sequencing data or Gen Bank accession numbers mentioned despite referring to sequencing.

PCR conditions appear questionable (e.g., an initial denaturation time of 18 minutes is unusually long and final extension usually lasts 5–10 minutes, not 1.5 minutes)
No mention of DNA quantification or purity checking after extraction.
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	References are though sufficient, but some of  are outdated (2000-2010)
	

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


	 No, there are too much grammatical and syntax error which needs to be sorted 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has

Grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and typographical mistakes (e.g., “ز” mistakenly inserted in abstract).

Many sentences are confusing or fragmented, making it hard to follow the logic.

Critical terms are sometimes misused (e.g., "lecithinase" linked incorrectly with S. aureus; Streptomyces aureus is incorrectly mentioned instead of Staphylococcus aureus)
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