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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 study’s methodology and relevance to current scientific challenges make it a useful reference for other researchers working in related areas. Overall, the manuscript adds depth and clarity to ongoing scientific conversations and supports evidence-based progress.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “TUBERCULOSIS IN CATTLE AND MULTI-DRUG RESISTANCE NATURE OF Mycobacterium,” gives a basic idea of what the study is about, but it could be clearer and more natural. The phrase "multi drug resistance nature" sounds a bit awkward, and it might help to be more specific about which type of Mycobacterium is being studied, like Mycobacterium bovis, if that’s the case.
So I prefer this title “Bovine Tuberculosis and the Multidrug Resistance of Mycobacterium”
	

	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 a good introducing the topic and showing why bovine tuberculosis (bTB) is important. It gives helpful background information, touches on clinical signs, and even mentions how the disease spreads and is managed. That’s a solid foundation, to make it more comprehensive and easier for readers to follow;

A few small adjustments could help: Some sentences are a bit awkward or repetitive. For example, the part about “caseo-necrotic granuloma” is mentioned twice in a similar way you could simplify that into one clear explanation.

The phrasing could be smoother in places for instance, saying "is a chronic disease of animals mostly affects cattle" could be reworded to "is a chronic infectious disease that primarily affects cattle."

If this is the abstract for a research paper (rather than a general article), it would be helpful to briefly mention what your study specifically did like the methods, key findings, or the region you focused on. Right now, it reads more like a general overview.

Also, instead of saying “it is advisable to cull the animal,” which might sound a bit too direct, you could say something like:

“Due to its infectious nature, culling is often recommended as part of control strategies in many regions.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it’s scientifically correct in general, but polishing the language and backing up a few statements with more recent or specific evidence would make it even stronger and more reliable for the scientific community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes the references sufficient but there`s also more recent article in the same field 
“Investigation of potential relationship betweenmazEF3, relJK, and vapBC3 genes and antimicrobial resistance inMycobacterium bovis” (2025)

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-025-11168-y.

And the reference need rewrite as the form of the journal.
	

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


	The language in the article gets the main ideas across, but it could use a bit of polishing to make it fit better with scholarly writing. Some sentences feel a little awkward or unclear, and there are a few grammar and phrasing issues that might distract readers or make the meaning less precise.

Improving the flow and using more formal, clear language would help the article sound more professional and easier to understand for researchers and experts.
	

	Optional/General comments


	the paper would benefit from a careful language revision to improve clarity, flow, and academic tone. Strengthening the structure of the abstract, adding any missing ethical or conflict-of-interest statements, and refining the scientific phrasing will help the manuscript reach its full potential.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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