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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.


	This remarkable manuscript sheds light on a rare parasitic infection in a stray cat from Mathura, Uttar Pradesh, providing valuable insights for veterinarians and researchers. By documenting this case, the study fills a significant gap in India's parasitological records and highlights the need for more surveillance and monitoring. The findings have important implications for public health and animal welfare, emphasizing the importance of routine monitoring and targeted deworming strategies to mitigate potential zoonotic risks
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title effectively conveys the study's focus on reporting a case of Physaloptera praeputialis in a cat from Mathura, Uttar Pradesh, showcasing clarity, accuracy, and conciseness. However, the phrase "Occurrence of..." might be considered somewhat generic, and the title could be enhanced to highlight and diagnostic significance of the findings.
	

	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 abstract is well-structured and comprehensive, effectively conveying the study's key findings and implications. To enhance its impact, consider adding a sentence on methodology to provide a complete scientific scope and revising the concluding sentence to more strongly emphasize the broader significance for veterinary and public health. Additionally, removing technical details like exact egg size measurements could improve the abstract's clarity and focus. These refinements would further strengthen the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate, with proper identification of Physaloptera praeputialis using standard parasitological methods and authoritative references. The methodology, including necropsy and coprological examination, is sound, and the clinical and pathological findings are consistent with known effects of Physaloptera spp. infections. To further enhance the manuscript, consider clarifying the inconsistency in the number of worms recovered and adding a brief discussion of limitations, such as the lack of molecular confirmation. Overall, the manuscript contributes valuable region-specific data to veterinary parasitology and is suitable for publication with minor revisions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are strong, including classical texts and recent publications, effectively supporting the study's findings. The inclusion of regional Indian reports and species-specific literature adds depth and context. To further enhance the manuscript, consider adding recent references on molecular studies, epidemiological surveys, or zoonotic risk discussions to provide a more comprehensive understanding. Overall, the references are sufficient and up-to-date, and adding a few more would strengthen the manuscript's relevance and depth.
	

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


	The manuscript's language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication, with correct use of scientific terminology and a logical structure. However, minor improvements in grammar, clarity, and flow would enhance its professional tone and readability. Suggestions include reducing wordiness, clarifying inconsistencies (e.g., worm count)
	

	Optional/General comments


	Valuable Contribution: The manuscript presents a rare and well-documented case of Physaloptera praeputialis in a stray cat from Mathura, adding meaningful data to limited records in India.
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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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