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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 importance depends primarily on the type of research presented, the way it presents all the information, and its analysis according to the correct scientific method. 
Many sections of the manuscript have been unsystematically abbreviated, starting with the abstract, introduction, method, results, and discussion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it's appropriate as a 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.


	
The abstract does not contain detailed information about the study methodology, including the lack of scientific statistics or molecular analysis of the results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	- The objectives of the research were not mentioned in the introduction, nor were the pathogenicity of the bacteria or the method of its transmission clearly mentioned.

- 
Sample collection from suspected cases is unclear, 
the PCR protocol is incomplete. The type of primers used, the size of the product, and the method followed in preparing the protocol are not complete.

- The results of the PCR are not sufficient and no details were mentioned about the results.

- The gel image of the PCR results is incorrect and the display method is very poor.


- The method of discussing the results relied only on the PCR results, for which no statistical analysis was conducted. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
References are inconsistent. Some journals are written in italics, while others are written without it. There are errors in some of the references mentioned, as well as a lack of accuracy in the details of the references, such as volume numbers and number of pages


	

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


	Reduce grammatical errors such as dirty faces and incorrect phrasing in some places.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Methodological details must be clarified in order to reconstruct the research. Statistical analysis must also be included, and the results must be placed in their proper context. Typos and references must be corrected.
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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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