EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	 The presented work addresses an important issue in duck poultry farming. The authors discuss the impact of cleaning and sanitation on duck hatchability.
1.Abstract
In my opinion, the abstract is not written properly. The purpose of the abstract is to provide the reader with the most important information about the text, so they can assess its usefulness for their research. However, the authors DESCRIBE the problem in the abstract, devoting most of the abstract to the importance of hatchability.
2.Introduction
I don't quite understand the meaning of the passage "Artificial incubation of duck eggs frequently results in hatchability ranging from 65 to 82%, whereas chicken eggs typically achieve hatchability levels of 81 to 85% under comparable conditions (Hodgetts, 1991). This discrepancy has prompted extensive research on chicken egg incubation, while comparatively fewer studies have focused on waterfowl eggs." Did the authors mean that the reason for this discrepancy may be the result of intensive research on the hatchability of chicken eggs, while research on the hatchability of duck eggs was conducted on a much smaller scale.
3.repeated in the text - for example:
Page 3. Seasonal fluctuations in hatchability have also been observed in duck eggs, with higher hatchability reported during dry seasons and lower rates during periods of high rainfall and humidity (Khalequzzaman et al., 2006). These variations suggest that environmental factors interact with eggshell characteristics and microbial contamination to influence embryo survival.
Page 11. Khalequzzaman et al. (2006) reported markedly reduced hatchability during periods of high rainfall and humidity in Bangladesh, coinciding with increased microbial contamination and impaired moisture loss. These baseline constraints highlight the need for interventions that simultaneously reduce eggshell microbial load and improve shell conductance.
4.The comments presented do not diminish the value of the work, as the authors demonstrated that the topic is current. They demonstrated the need for work on optimizing duck hatching conditions, while also presenting current research. Please consider these comments as a contribution to the scientific discussion.

	Sir,

The review is critically intended to examine the available literature on the effects of egg washing and sanitation on the hatchability of duck eggs. The optimized egg sanitation protocols combined with appropriate incubation management can substantially improve hatchability and duckling quality without compromising embryo viability. Hence the abstract is planned this way. However, as per the opinion of the reviewer the abstract has been modified 

It’s a great observation form the reviewer. I thank the reviewer for this observation. The original wording may have implied an unintended causal relationship between hatchability differences and research intensity. My intention was to emphasize that, due to the greater economic importance and relatively higher and more consistent hatchability of chicken eggs, incubation research and protocol development have historically focused more on chickens than on ducks. As a result, duck egg incubation has often relied on protocols developed for chickens, despite important species-specific differences. To clarify this point and avoid ambiguity, I have revised the text to explicitly state that the research focus is a consequence of historical production priorities rather than the cause of hatchability differences. The introduction is restructured accordingly.
Sir, Thankful for this observation. I agree that the discussion of seasonal effects on duck egg hatchability was repetitive. First it was discussed in introduction and then in detail later. To address this, I have revised the manuscript by retaining only a brief mention of seasonal variation in the Introduction and removing detailed interpretation from that section. The mechanistic explanation and implications of high rainfall and humidity on microbial contamination and moisture loss are now discussed exclusively in Section 7.2.1, where they are directly relevant to hatchability constraints and intervention strategies. This revision improves clarity and avoids redundancy
Thank you, sir. The contents have been modified to the extent possible as per your suggestions.
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