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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.
	added to the knowledge about the ecological variability in COPD exacerbations by showing how Mycoplasma pneumonia infection modifies the airway microbiome in elderly patients. It emphasizes that MP-negative exacerbations cause more extensive microbial symbiosis (characterized by loss of commensal diversity and enrichment of gut-like functions) as opposed to the MP-positive exacerbations, showing a more focused perturbation pattern. These results support the role of the microbiome in COPD and the idea that pathogen-specific exacerbation phenotypes might benefit from tailored management strategies. Thus, the study provides an underlying microbial foundation for future longitudinal and interventional research
regarding microbiome-informed approaches to COPD care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is clear and scientifically accurate
	

	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 generally well-structured and comprehensive, covering the essential components: Background, Methods, Results, and Conclusions
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it's the case that the manuscript is scientifically credible. The hypotheses are well defined, the methods sound and contemporary, results are treated with statistical confidence and the context of the study with regard to the literature, the discussions place findings in a context and their limitations, and the conclusions rest on evidence supported. It provides a reliable and justified contribution of evidence to our knowledge on airway
microbiome in COPD exacerbations
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is largely sufficient and appropriately recent. It does an adequate service to include important aspects of COPD pathophysiology and exacerbations (e.g., GOLD 2023 reports), airway microbiome in COPD, and Mycoplasma pneumonia biology. Numerous references were given 2022–2024, a relevant format for a
constantly evolving field.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript's language is suitable for scholarly communication. It is written in clear, formal, and
technically precise English that adheres to the conventions of scientific writing. The grammar, syntax, and terminology are generally correct and appropriate for a research article in a biomedical journal
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
According to the information given in this manuscript, there are no major ethical issues and the study seems to have been performed with standard ethical safeguards in place.
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