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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 is important for the scientific community as it provides molecular confirmation and phylogenetic placement of Homalogaster paloniae, a parasite of significant veterinary and economic importance. 

By integrating morphological and ITS-2–based molecular analysis, the study strengthens parasite identification and resolves taxonomic ambiguities, adding a reliable reference for future parasitological and ecological research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title of this short scientific communication is comprehensive , clear, and well aligned with the subject, no changes are required


	

	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.


	This abstract is overall comprehensive and well-organized, effectively highlighting the key aspects of the study, namely the subject (Homalogaster paloniae and its economic impact), the methodology (morphological identification, PCR amplification of ITS-2, sequencing, and phylogenetic analysis), and the main findings. The study clearly emphasizes the scientific rigor in using both morphological and molecular approaches for accurate species identification. The detailed description of ITS-2 as a genetic marker and the successful amplification and sequencing results provide confidence in the methodological robustness. The phylogenetic analysis, revealing close relationships with Gigantocotyle explanatum, Paramphistomum epiclitum, and Calicophoron calicophorum, offers a meaningful contribution to understanding the evolutionary placement of H. paloniae. The genetic confirmation of species identity underscores the importance of molecular tools in parasite taxonomy and supports the broader relevance of the research within veterinary parasitology. Do not remove any content from this abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The introduction is well-supported with relevant references, clearly establishing the context and significance of the research. The material and methods section is detailed and appropriate, covering parasite collection, genomic DNA extraction, PCR amplification of the ITS-2 region, sequencing, and subsequent phylogenetic analysis, which ensures reproducibility. The result and discussion provide thorough morphological identification of Homalogaster paloniae, supported by clear figures, and a comprehensive genotypic characterization using ITS-2 sequences. The phylogenetic analysis is properly conducted with a relevant set of trematode parasites, further validating the molecular findings. The conclusion accurately summarizes the study, emphasizing the importance of combined morphological and molecular approaches for reliable parasite identification, which is crucial for understanding the epidemiology and impact of amphistomiasis on livestock. Overall, the manuscript adheres to scientific standards and presents robust, well-supported findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this research paper are complete. No new references should be added, and none of the current ones should be removed.


	

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


	Yes, the English quality of this original research is of scientifically excellent standard. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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