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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript presents a comprehensive overview of chick sex identification methods ranging from traditional manual techniques to advanced molecular and imaging-based systems. It is an important issue for the poultry industry, particularly due to ethical and economic concerns surrounding the culling of male chicks. Overall, this review is scientifically accurate, well-structured, and up-to-date. It also provides valuable information on both established and emerging approaches.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, original and accurately reflects the content. No changes are necessary.
	

	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 summary is informative and reflects the purpose and scope of the study. However, it may be useful to add a short concluding sentence to the summary that highlights the importance of this study for the scientific community or the poultry sector.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically accurate. The information presented is consistent with current literature and correctly explains the methods for sexing chicks. Each of the traditional (vent, feather), molecular (PCR, LAMP, RPA), biochemical (hormone tests) and advanced technological (imaging, artificial intelligence, spectroscopy) methods has been introduced based on scientific principles.

For the comparison of PCR primer sets (particularly CHD1F/CHD1R, 2550F/2718R, P2/P8) in the molecular section, reference should be made to the article by Çakmak et al. (2016); this study experimentally compared the accuracy rates of different primer sets.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are mostly adequate and up-to-date, covering literature from 2019 to 2025. Significant studies on traditional, molecular, and imaging-based chick sex determination methods are well represented. 

Add one more reference to strengthen the molecular section:
Çakmak, E., Akın Pekşen, Ç., & Bilgin, C. C. (2016). Comparison of three different primer sets for sexing birds. Journal of Veterinary Diagnostic Investigation, 29(1), 59–63. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1040638716675197
This study compares the CHD1F/CHD1R, 2550F/2718R, and P2/P8 primer sets and provides practical information on the accuracy of PCR-based bird sex determination.
	

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


	The overall English quality is moderate to good.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This study successfully summarises the evolution of poultry sexing technologies in a compilation format. It is strong in terms of scientific accuracy and currency. It could be ready for publication with only minor stylistic and linguistic adjustments.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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