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	PART 1: Review Comments

	Compulsory REVISION comments
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	One important issue the authors have chosen is the evaluation of the cross-protective efficacy of two licensed vaccines against Mannheimia haemolytica in mice. Because one of the primary causes of respiratory disorders in animals raised for food production is Pasteurella multocida, and Mannheimia hemolytica. Because these organisme are one of the primary causes  of
financial losses for these animals. Through the use of the Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay to research humeral immunology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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.
	Yes
@ It is recommended to reediting according to the tracking munscript file
@ It is preferable to add mice to Keywords
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	
Yes
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	According to the little information’s were reported on cross protection between P. multocida and M. haemolytica. This authors hypothtesis cross protection between two pathogens. the two commercial vaccines showed good protection against M.haemolytica,but first vaccine JOVAPAST® showed higher efficacy than second one Al-Kindi vaccine, as
that it contain two heterologous inactivated strains.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
Yes
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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