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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.


	This manuscript highlights the occurrence of cowpox in an indigenous, disease-resistant Sahiwal herd, providing novel epidemiological data from Jammu and Kashmir. It demonstrates the impact of cowpox on animal health, welfare, milk production, and zoonotic risk under field conditions. The findings support the importance of early diagnosis, biosecurity, and One Health–based management strategies in indigenous cattle systems
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Clinical and Animal Welfare Insights from a Cowpox Outbreak in Sahiwal Cattle and Human Handlers in Jammu and Kashmir, India


	

	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 comprehensive, clearly describing the breed characteristics, outbreak details, morbidity, clinical signs, treatment, and recovery. However, it could be improved by briefly stating the study’s objective, specifying the diagnostic method, and aligning the keywords with the content. Additionally, a short mention of the human cases would highlight the zoonotic relevance. Overall, the abstract is informative and well-structured, requiring only minor refinements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct as it accurately reports the cowpox outbreak, clinical signs, treatment, and recovery in Sahiwal cattle. Minor clarifications on diagnostic methods and alignment of  keywords with observed signs would further strengthen its rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and cover key aspects of cowpox, zoonosis, and bovine health. However, most cited studies are older, with few recent sources beyond 2020. It is recommended to include more recent publications (2021–2025) on cowpox outbreaks, zoonotic transmission, or welfare impacts in indigenous cattle to strengthen the manuscript’s currency and relevance.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, formal, and follows scientific conventions. However, minor grammatical corrections and sentence restructuring in some sections could further improve readability and conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is relevant and well-structured, but improvements in language, clarity of data presentation, and reference updates are required before publication.
	


	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 details)
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