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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is a solid case-report style paper with clear novelty
-Concidered as first reported concurrent infestation of Sarcoptes scabiei var. suis and Psoroptes spp. in pigs in pigs.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript scientifically is correct
	

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

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


	-There are long, repetitive sentences

-Some grammatical errors and awkward phrasing

-Overuse of descriptive detail in Introduction and Discussion
	

	Optional/General comments


	Materials & Methods : 

The region’s topography is too detailed and not scientifically essential.

Examples:

· Excessive latitude/longitude precision

· Elevation in °F (incorrect unit for elevation)

· Long URLs embedded in text

Results Section Needs More Structure, it is currently descriptive but could be sharper.

Missing:

-Clear separation between clinical findings and parasitological findings

-No quantitative data (even basic)

Reorganize as:

· Clinical signs

· Microscopic findings

· Treatment outcome

-  Figure legends are too brief

-  No magnification or scale mentioned

- Figure numbering formatting inconsistent


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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