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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 provides important baseline data on Rhipicephalus microplus infestation in mithun, a species for which scientific information is limited. Its combined morpho-molecular identification and detailed pathology findings help strengthen current knowledge on tick-borne health issues in this unique bovine species. The results offer useful guidance for future research and improved tick-control strategies in mithun-rearing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The pathological part is not covered and you may change to: Morpho-molecular Identification of Rhipicephalus microplus and Associated Skin Pathology in Mithun
	

	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 informative but not fully comprehensive.
It needs revision to:

1. Add prevalence rate and infestation intensity.

2. Provide clearer methodological specifics (marker genes, selection criteria).

3. Include a short concluding/impact statement.

4. Clarify sampling structure.

5. Improve keyword selection.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Looks ok
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not sufficient and are old
	

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


	Must be proofread
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The conclusion is too long and need to be revised
· What is the difference between graph and table?

· The table is not discussed?
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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 detail)
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