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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.


	The manuscript findings are very relevant to veterinary parasitologists and livestock producers because of  its relation to animal welfare, economic, and zoonotic implications. With appropriate revisions, the manuscript can contribute meaningfully to the field of veterinary medicine parasitology.
It also talks about a rare concurrent infestation of Sarcoptes scabies var. suis and Psoroptes spp. in Large White Yorkshire pigs in Punjab India. The study shows the importance of comprehensive diagnostic evaluation in mange-affected pigs, as mixed infestations may be ignored,
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, and it reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 clear. However, it would benefit from the addition of brief treatment details and clinical outcomes. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct and the test methods used are appropriate. However, the small number of animals involved suggests that the work aligns more closely with a case report or case series. The author should justify the classification as an original research article or consider reclassification. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include some recent studies. However, reliance on older references is substantial, and formatting inconsistencies are present. I suggest the inclusion of more recent pig-specific parasitology literature.
	

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


	Major revision is required. It contains some grammatical errors, long and repetitive sentences, and awkward phrasing. English language editing is strongly recommended
	

	Optional/General comments


	No more Comments
	


	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)

No major ethical issues are identified. However, the justification that ethical approval is not needed should be supported by institutional or national guidelines not only by the absence of blood sampling.
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