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	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 valuable epidemiological data on the high prevalence of  Otodectes cynotis in domestic cats in Nasiriyah, enriching regional and global understanding of feline parasitic infections. It demonstrates significant associations between infestation and hepatic and renal biochemical alterations, highlighting the parasite’s systemic health impact. The findings support improved prevention, diagnosis, and management strategies and offer a foundation for future veterinary research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable because it clearly reflects the parasite studied, the host species, the geographic location, and the clinical focus of the research. However, it could be refined to emphasize both prevalence and systemic effects more explicitly.

 Suggested alternative title:

“Prevalence of Otodectes cynotis and Associated Hematological and Biochemical Alterations in Domestic Cats in Nasiriyah”
	

	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 clear and generally comprehensive, presenting the study’s objectives, methods, and key findings effectively. It could be strengthened by briefly stating the study design, highlighting the clinical relevance of hepatic and renal alterations, and reducing minor methodological details to emphasize the main outcomes. Overall, only minor refinement is needed to improve precision while clearly situating the study in Nasiriyah
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology, diagnostic procedures, and statistical analysis. The results are logically presented and support the conclusions. It is recommended to include a brief discussion of the clinical significance of the biochemical changes to strengthen the practical relevance of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear relevant and adequate to support the study; however, many cited sources seem older or regionally limited. Including more recent publications (from the last 5 years) on Otodectes cynotis prevalence, systemic effects in cats, and updated diagnostic or biochemical findings would strengthen the manuscript. Journals such as Veterinary Parasitology, Parasites & Vectors, and Journal of Feline Medicine and Surgery may provide additional up-to-date references.
	

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


	Yes, the language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but minor grammatical and stylistic improvements are recommended to enhance clarity and precision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is scientifically sound, well-structured, and provides valuable epidemiological and biochemical data. Minor revisions are recommended to improve clarity, conciseness, language, and the discussion of the clinical significance of the findings. Updating some references with more recent studies would also strengthen the manuscript.
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