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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 is important for the scientific community as it documents a rare case of congenital goitre in a neonatal goat, contributing valuable clinical insights to veterinary medicine. It highlights the link between maternal iodine deficiency and thyroid gland enlargement in offspring, emphasizing the importance of mineral nutrition in small ruminant health. The case provides practical guidance on diagnosis and field-level management, particularly in resource-limited settings where laboratory testing may not be feasible. Furthermore, it enriches the limited literature on congenital endocrine disorders in goats and supports preventive strategies for improving neonatal survival and herd productivity.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It should be rewritten as “Congenital Goitre in a Neonatal Goat (Kid) Associated with Iodine Deficiency: A Case Report”
	

	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 clear but not fully comprehensive. It effectively describes the clinical signs and diagnosis but omits treatment details, outcome, and significance. I suggest adding a brief mention of therapy and recovery to complete the case summary and a concluding line on the importance of iodine supplementation for prevention. Minor grammatical corrections and removal of redundant phrases would also improve clarity and conciseness.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall. The case is well-documented, and the clinical signs, diagnostic findings, and interpretation are consistent with established knowledge of congenital goitre and iodine deficiency in goats. However, inclusion of thyroid hormone analysis and clearer differentiation from other neck swellings would further strengthen the scientific validity. Overall, the observations, discussion, and conclusions are logical and supported by relevant references.
	

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

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


	Yes, but requires grammatical revision
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please refer to the manuscript for pin-point detailed comments.
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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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