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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 epidemiology, pathophysiology, and seasonal incidence of non-infectious visceral gout in chicken-a condition of significant economic and health significance in the poultry industry-are all covered in this publication. 
Important clinicopathological information on age susceptibility, gross lesions, and histological changes linked to urate crystal deposition in hens is provided by the study. 
The results also show how environmental stressors and nutritional imbalance play a major part in the development of disease, which may aid veterinarians, poultry researchers, and farm managers in developing better preventive and management techniques. Additionally, the study contributes to the scant literature on non-infectious visceral gout and could be a helpful resource for upcoming research on renal pathology and poultry metabolic diseases.

	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
The study's title, "Non-Infectious Visceral Gout in Chicken: A Pathological and Epidemiological Study," is understandable, educational, and accurately sums up its main goals, which include pathological and epidemiological research. 
It successfully communicates to the scientific readership the topic and scope of the work. 
For greater grammatical precision and scientific presentation, the title might be somewhat enhanced by using "Chickens" for "Chicken."
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
The study's goals, methods, key findings, and conclusion are all succinctly summarised in the thorough abstract. 
The prevalence, clinical symptoms, gross and histological results, and the impact of environmental and nutritional factors on visceral gout in chicken are all clearly presented. 
The general breadth and importance of the study are succinctly conveyed in the abstract. 
The greater readability and scientific clarity, it could be further enhanced by minimising repetition and improving grammatical structure.
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
For indexing and literature searches pertaining to poultry pathology and metabolic disorders, the keywords chosen for the paper are pertinent, appropriate, and helpful. 
Terms like "Visceral gout," "Hyperuricemia," "Urate crystal deposition," and "Renal pathology" appropriately reflect the study's main subject and make the paper easier for academics studying poultry science and veterinary pathology to find. 
To increase search visibility and scientific relevance, the keyword list might be expanded even more by adding terms like "Poultry" or "Histopathology."
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
The introduction's background material is adequate and generally well-structured. 
The aetiology, pathophysiology, dietary and environmental risk factors, and the part renal dysfunction plays in the development of visceral gout in chickens are all clearly outlined. 
The progression from a general overview of the condition to particular research goals makes sense and is backed up by pertinent references. 
To attain more clarity and scientific flow, the section could be further improved by improving sentence structure and eliminating small grammatical errors.
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
The introduction makes explicit the study's research goals, which are in line with the manuscript's overall scope. With a focus on age susceptibility, seasonal variation, and histological alterations, the study especially attempts to assess the incidence, pathological characteristics, and epidemiological pattern of non-infectious visceral gout in chickens. These goals are clear, pertinent, and significant from a scientific standpoint. Nevertheless, there isn't a specific hypothesis stated in the publication, and adding one could improve the study's scientific foundation.
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
The background and explanation of the study are sufficiently supported by the pertinent literature review that is part of the report. Important research on visceral gout, renal pathology, dietary variables, and poultry epidemiological observations has been acknowledged by the writers. An attempt to include current scientific data is seen in the inclusion of both traditional and contemporary references, including research from 2019 to 2025. However, adding a few more recent international peer-reviewed researches and offering a more critical comparison of earlier findings with the current investigation will boost the review even further.
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
The study's research approach is appropriate and suitable for accomplishing its goals. 
A strong foundation for assessing the incidence and lesions linked to visceral gout is provided by the inspection of numerous poultry carcasses over the course of a year, together with methodical postmortem, gross pathological and histological investigations. 
The pathological proof of urate crystal deposition is further strengthened by the application of unique staining methods such Gomori Methenamine Silver staining. 
To improve reproducibility and scientific rigour, the methodology section should be strengthened by adding more information about statistical analysis, sampling technique, and case selection criteria.
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory
The study mainly used histological analysis and postmortem evaluation of poultry carcasses, which reduces significant ethical issues associated with using live animals in experiments. The manuscript does not, however, specifically address institutional consent, ethical approval, or adherence to animal ethics regulations. A brief ethical statement would increase transparency and reinforce the manuscript's scientific reporting standards, even though such approval would not be required for diagnostic necropsy-based investigations.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
The data, which encompass prevalence, seasonal change, clinical symptoms, gross pathology, and histological discoveries, are given in an understandable and logical order. 
Understanding the detected lesions and epidemiological trends linked to visceral gout in hens is made easier by the inclusion of tables and figure explanations. 
Relevant photomicrographic explanations are provided to appropriately describe the histopathological observations. 
However, by improving the grammatical presentation, making sure that tables and figures are formatted consistently, and adding statistical analysis to support the interpretation of the results, the results section's intelligibility might be further enhanced.
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	4 = Good
The manuscript's tables and figures are pertinent, essential, and corroborate the study's conclusions. While the gross pathological and histological photos aid in illuminating the distinctive lesions linked to visceral gout in hens, the age-wise prevalence table and seasonal occurrence figure efficiently summarise epidemiological data. The observed alterations are adequately explained by the descriptive figure legends. However, by guaranteeing consistent formatting, improving image resolution and labelling clarity, and fine-tuning figure numbering and alignment for better readability and a more polished appearance, the overall quality of the presentation could be raised.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
The discussion effectively relates the study findings to previously published literature and demonstrates consistency with earlier reports on visceral gout in poultry. 
The authors have compared their observations regarding seasonal prevalence, age susceptibility, gross lesions, and histopathological changes with findings from several relevant studies, which strengthens the scientific validity of the manuscript.
 The integration of supporting references throughout the discussion helps place the current study within the broader context of poultry pathology research. 
However, the discussion could be improved further by including more critical interpretation of the findings, explaining possible mechanisms in greater depth, and highlighting the unique contributions or limitations of the present study more explicitly. 
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
The data gathered from the epidemiological observations, gross pathology, and histological examinations generally provide strong support for the conclusions made in the text. The results of the study unequivocally show that renal impairment, dietary imbalance, age vulnerability, and seasonal stress factors are all linked to visceral gout in chickens. The dietary management and environmental control recommendations align with the observed outcomes and reviewed literature. However, by briefly mentioning the study's limits and refraining from making generalisations that go beyond the parameters of the data gathered, the conclusions might be bolstered even more.
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
The study's weaknesses are not adequately addressed in the report. Although the results are useful, limitations like the lack of sophisticated biochemical analysis, the lack of a thorough statistical analysis, the limited geographic breadth, or the incapacity to evaluate infectious aetiologies alongside non-infectious causes are not fully acknowledged. A specific limits section would enhance the study's scientific transparency and aid readers in understanding the findings' generalisability and applicability.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
The references listed in the text are pertinent, suitable, and typically adequate to support the goals, methodology, and discussion of the study. The writers have incorporated a fair mix of more current literature on visceral gout, renal pathology, epidemiology, and poultry management, as well as traditional core studies. The manuscript's scientific relevance and currency are strengthened by the addition of current references through 2025. However, adding a few additional high-impact international journal papers and making sure that all citation style adheres to journal requirements will boost the reference section even further.
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory 
Although the paper effectively communicates the scientific material and is usually understandable, there are a few spots where the language needs to be improved. Throughout the text, there are obvious grammatical mistakes, strange sentence structures, inconsistent punctuation, and little typographical problems that detract from the book's overall readability and professional appearance. The scientific information is nonetheless understandable and logically structured in spite of these problems. The manuscript's clarity, flow, and quality would be significantly enhanced by careful language editing and proofreading by a fluent English speaker or a professional editing agency.
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes, the title is generally appropriate for the study since it accurately conveys the topic, pathogenic focus, and epidemiological elements of the investigation into visceral gout in chickens.
"A Pathological and Epidemiological Study of Non-Infectious Visceral Gout in Chickens"
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes, the abstract is generally thorough and provides a sufficient summary of the study's goals, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. 
It successfully draws attention to the frequency, clinical characteristics, and epidemiological importance of non-infectious visceral gout in chickens.
The abstract might be further enhanced, though, by improving its grammatical structure, eliminating a few minor repetitions, and briefly discussing the findings' practical relevance for managing poultry diseases.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	Indeed, the manuscript is founded on relevant pathology and epidemiological facts and is usually good from a scientific standpoint. 
The study's design, gross pathological results, histology, and interpretation of visceral gout lesions all align with the body of knowledge in veterinary pathology. 
A more thorough statistical analysis, a better distinction between infectious and non-infectious causes of gout, and a succinct explanation of the study's limitations might all improve the scientific quality. 
The strength of the results would also be improved by additional biochemical or analytical proof of renal failure.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes, the references are generally adequate and cover both new articles pertinent to renal diseases, poultry pathology, and visceral gout as well as classic fundamental works. The writers' incorporation of current scientific material into the paper is demonstrated by the inclusion of references up to 2025.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	No, there don't seem to be any significant ethical problems with this paper because the study mostly used poultry corpses that were submitted for postmortem analysis and didn't involve intrusive procedures or experimental infection on living animals.
To increase transparency and adhere to accepted scientific publication procedures, the manuscript would benefit from a brief ethical statement or institutional approval declaration.
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