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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.
	The article offers a thorough and lucid case study on the pathological examination and treatment of proliferative nodular intestinal coccidiosis in a Tamil Nadu goat farm. It effectively describes the clinical, necropsy, microscopic, and histological results as well as the successful course of treatment. The introduction gives a great overview of the significance of coccidiosis and the importance of
goat rearing in India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is suitable because it clearly and accurately summarizes the article's core content, including the key findings, disease, location, and study type
	

	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 comprehensive. It successfully summarizes all the essential components of a case study. However there’s a minor area for improvement, as noted in the previous analysis, is that the abstract refers to "Eimeria spp." , while the full paper's results section more specifically identifies E. arloingi. Incorporating this specific identification would make it perfectly complete. Please see the comments in tract changes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, based on the provided text, the manuscript is scientifically correct and well-supported
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them
in the review form.
	Yes, most of the references are recent. Only a few are old references. So it is okay.
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language quality of the article is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The paper is very well structured, clinically pertinent, and technically solid case study. It successfully records a particular coccidiosis outbreak at a goat farm, offering thorough information from clinical observation to a successful course of treatment.
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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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