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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 manuscript contributes valuable data to the limited body of literature on thoracic radiographic evaluation in small ruminants, particularly sheep. The study provides practical diagnostic insights for veterinarians, highlighting the prevalence and patterns of thoracic affections such as interstitial and alveolar patterns in Nellore Brown sheep. This work is important for advancing diagnostic imaging applications in veterinary medicine and can serve as a reference for clinicians and researchers in small ruminant respiratory health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately represents the content and scope of the study. It is concise, specific, and informative.
	

	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 generally well-written and summarizes the study objectives, materials and methods, results, and key findings clearly. However, it could benefit from a clear concluding statement emphasizing the diagnostic or clinical significance of the findings. Suggest adding 1–2 sentences on the implications of using radiography for early disease detection or management in sheep.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The methodology is adequately described and appropriate for the stated objectives. The data presentation is clear, and results are well-supported by radiographic figures and literature comparisons. The study, however, could benefit from a more detailed discussion on possible etiological agents and limitations of radiography versus ultrasonography for differential diagnosis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are relevant and sufficient. They include both classical and recent works (up to 2021). You may consider adding more recent studies on diagnostic imaging in small ruminants post-2021, if available, to strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The English is generally understandable, but the manuscript would benefit from minor grammatical and stylistic editing to improve fluency and readability (e.g., reducing redundancy and ensuring consistent tense usage).


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-conducted and provides useful reference data for field veterinarians. Figures are numerous and well-labeled, which improves interpretability. Including a summary table comparing radiographic findings across studies could further enhance the manuscript’s impact. Minor typographical corrections are needed (e.g., “anlalysed” → “analyzed”). Overall, a valuable addition to veterinary radiology research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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