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SDI EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

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

	Overall, the manuscript is sound and suitable for publication. However, in the RESULTS section, Plates 1–9 require clarification of the statistical design, and some comparisons should be tightened to improve readability. My suggestions are as follows:

1. Since Plates 1–9 show similar characteristics, it would be preferable to combine them into a single figure, presented as Figure 1: Photomicrographs of H&E-stained chicken selected organs at ×400 magnification in (A) … (I).

2. The arrow labels in Plates 1, 4, and 6 require clearer explanations, and all nine plates (1–9) should include a scale bar indicating H&E stain at ×400 magnification.

3. It would be beneficial to include a bar chart comparing the findings from these nine plates and to indicate the statistical significance of the differences


	We have revised the manuscript to comply with your first two points by:

1. Consolidating the plates into Figure 1.

2. Adding clear labels and a scale bar.

For point 3, we have instead strengthened the comparative interpretation in the Results section to provide a clearer, narrative comparison of the findings across the nine plates, which aligns with the qualitative nature of the study’s design.

We hope this clarification is acceptable, and we are open to further guidance should you recommend an alternative approach.

Thank you for your understanding.
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