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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 study provides data on FEC and HEC related to the genetics of goats. This is important for the field of Veterinary Medicine/ Animal science and animal health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Maybe the authors can consider,  “Influence of Genetic and Non-Genetic Factors on Fecal and Haemonchus Egg Counts in Osmanabadi Goats (Capra hircus) in Arid and Semi-Arid Regions of Maharashtra.”
	

	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 not comprehensive and is lacking in other information.
· The abstract needs to be enhanced. The scientific names should also be written in italics properly. Usually, the abstract is made up of a little bit of introduction and significance, methodology, summary of the findings, and implications (e.g. public or animal health.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes, but it needs to be improved.
· Introduction- Add more, especially on the activity or significance of TaqI DRB1 locus in exon2 of caprine MHC (Major histocompatibility complex) (e.g. importance in immune response especially in goats). Maybe add the scientific name for goats also.

· Edit typographical errors.

· Materials and Methods- Animals - What experimental design was used? If not applicable, how was the sample size estimated especially in determining the number of goats to be sampled or included in this study.
· Materials and Methods- Data Collection - What type of sampling was done? Is this convenience sampling or was the sample size estimated based on previously published prevalence percentage data on goat parasitic infections? Please indicate; How were the fecal samples collected from the goats.
· Materials and Methods- Fecal Egg Count - check spacing and write scientific names properly
· What were the non-genetic factors measured? Why are they not stated in the methodology of the study? How were the data points for this gathered, measured or analyzed. Please state if possible.
· For data analysis, what data were subjected to ANOVA? What was the post-hoc analysis used to compare the means?
· Ethical Considerations were not mentioned in the study (e.g. IACUC approval)
· Results and Discussion- the results of the study were presented well; however, the authors provided no discussion at all in connection with their results. The authors only provided/ cited studies with similar outcomes to their study. The discussion is lacking in discussion thus the authors should consider expounding their results.
· Authors may also consider adding the ANOVA results in the means in Table 1, including the letters if there are significant differences or NS if the data are not significant.
· Conclusions – It is recommended that the authors present their conclusions based on their objective/s
	

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

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


	· Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The paper needs to be enhanced, major corrections in the main content or body of the paper, minor corrections such as spelling, proper writing of scientific names, spacing/ typographical errors.
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	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 details)
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