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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The report is well-crafted, providing clear details about the diagnosis, treatment, and progression of the case. This clarity and thoroughness ensure that the information is accessible even to those who may not have extensive experience in the field. Consequently, it has significant potential as a valuable resource for new professionals, offering them insights and guidance that can aid in their development and enhance their practical knowledge. By studying this report, they can apply these learnings to their own practice, thereby contributing to their professional growth and competence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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.


	In the abstract, it is essential to address the topic in a way that arouses the reader's curiosity about the content that will be presented. In this case report, the author simply transcribes what is written in item 2 (history and observation), which I consider a drawback. My suggestion would be to reformulate the abstract, starting with a brief introduction about the pathology in question – notoedric mange.

Immediately after, the abstract should concisely and structurally inform the main points of the case that will be reported next. This includes a brief description of the patient, the clinical signs observed, the diagnostic method used, and a brief comment on the therapeutic approach adopted. This structure not only makes the abstract more informative but also creates an expectation in the reader, encouraging them to read the full report to gain a more detailed understanding of the case.

In short, the reformulation of the abstract to include an introduction about Notoedric mange, followed by a concise description of the specific case, will make the text more engaging and useful for the reader, especially for those seeking to expand their knowledge about this pathology.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The report is well-structured, but some corrections are needed to enhance it. One point of concern is the description of the animal's physical parameters in item 2, where it mentions: rectal temperature, pulse, heart rate, and the term "etc." For a publication, it is not appropriate to use this term; it is recommended to either detail which other physical parameters were considered or to conclude the list there.

Additionally, in item 2, after mentioning the physical parameters, the report refers to the collection of skin samples through scraping from various locations. It would be beneficial to specify the number of samples collected and the exact locations, as this would enrich the description.

Another aspect that could be improved is the organization of the photos and their captions. The report could include more images documenting the progression of the clinical condition, which would be very useful.

Moreover, the bibliographic references need to follow a consistent format. Currently, some references start with the names of the authors, followed by the journal, newspaper, or website, and then the date, while others present the date before the journal. It is suggested to adopt a single, uniform format for all references.

Finally, a small error in the conclusion needs correction. In the third line, it is mentioned that improvement was observed with 3 weeks of treatment, whereas throughout the report, it is stated that improvement occurred with 4 weeks of treatment. The conclusion should be adjusted to reflect the correct treatment duration.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This work reports a real case of a treatment that resulted in a positive response. I believe that the best way to demonstrate the efficacy of a treatment is through examples like this. The report includes all the necessary data for diagnosis, with photographic evidence, a detailed description of the treatment, and the conclusion of the case with the animal’s recovery. While a new negative skin scraping examination would be interesting to complete the documentation, the clinical aspect of the case after treatment is of utmost importance and prevails.
	

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

-
	The number of references mentioned is adequate, including some very recent ones (2023, 2019). I consider it unnecessary to add more sources, as the work is already well-supported.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	

	Optional/General comments


	All of my comments have been included in the previous sections, and no further remarks are necessary.
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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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