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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 provides valuable insights into the morphological characteristics and seasonal variation of Raillietina (R.) fuhrmanni in domestic chickens, contributing to the field of veterinary parasitology. The study enhances understanding of parasite dynamics in relation to environmental factors, particularly seasonal changes that influence infection prevalence and intensity. These findings are important for improving parasite control strategies and poultry management practices, especially in regions where small-scale farming is prevalent. Furthermore, the study adds to the existing knowledge of host–parasite interactions and supports efforts to minimize economic losses in the poultry sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Morphological Characteristics and Seasonal Variation of Raillietina (R.) fuhrmanni in Domestic Chickens (Gallus gallus domesticus) in Maharashtra, 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 informative but needs improvement in clarity and structure. The research objective should be stated more explicitly, and the morphological description should be summarized to focus on key findings. Additionally, the results should highlight important numerical data more clearly, and the conclusion should better reflect the scientific significance of the study. Minor grammatical and consistency issues also need to be revised.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and presents relevant data on the morphology and seasonal variation of Raillietina (R.) fuhrmanni. However, several aspects require improvement, particularly in data interpretation, clarity of presentation, and linkage with existing literature. Strengthening the discussion with appropriate comparisons and ensuring consistency in terminology and methodology will further enhance the scientific rigor of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant; however, many of them are outdated and do not adequately reflect recent developments in the field. It is strongly recommended that the authors incorporate more recent literature, preferably from the last 10 years, to enhance the scientific relevance and credibility of the manuscript.
	

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


	The English language quality of the manuscript requires significant improvement to meet scholarly communication standards. Numerous grammatical errors, awkward sentence structures, and inconsistencies in terminology are present throughout the text. It is strongly recommended that the manuscript undergo thorough language editing, preferably by a professional English editing service or a fluent speaker, to improve clarity, readability, and overall academic quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is relevant and has potential; however, it requires revisions to meet the journal standards. The authors should ensure full compliance with the journal template and OJS guidelines, particularly in formatting, section structure, references, and presentation of tables and figures. Improvements in language quality, clarity, and the use of recent references are also recommended.
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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 details)
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