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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 article studies the susceptibility of sheep liver to hydatid cysts infection at Al Najaf abattoir. The results demonstrate that cystic echinococcosis remains an endemic, economically important zoonotic disease in sheep in this region, with characteristic macroscopic and histopathological liver lesions that underline the need for sustained control and surveillance programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 should be revised to provide a more concise and comprehensive summary of the study, including the main findings and implications. In fact, this abstract is too long and very detailed and chaotic compared to a regular academic one.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The results of the article seem to be scientifically correct.
However, in the introduction, the authors stated that humans are intermediate hosts: “Following ingestion by intermediate hosts, usually humans and domestic animals, …”, and I would like to clarify that humans serve as accidental hosts because they don’t contribute in the life cycle of the parasite causing the disease, unlike intermediate hosts that are the cause of the infection of definitive hosts.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article should be updated to include recent works in related fields, such as studies on infections of livestock in other regions, like: - Arbab S., Ullah H., Hassan I. U., et al. Prevalence and molecular characterization of cystic echinococcosis in livestock in the Hazara Division, Pakistan 
· Al-Khaiat M. M. Review of Echinococcus granulosus (Batsch, 1786), (Cyclophyllideai: Taeniidea) 
· Acta Tropica 255: Epidemiological update of cystic echinococcosis in livestock and assessment of practices related to its control in the Mediterranean area 
· Alkhaldi A. M. A. Epidemiology, molecular, and phylogenetic characterization of Echinococcus granulosus cysts in slaughtered farm animals in Al-Jouf Province, Saudi Arabia 
 These references and others would contextualize the research within the broader scientific discourse and highlight the novelty of the current study.
	

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


	There are many typographical mistakes; correct these, like the word “Haydatd” that should read “Hydatid” in the titles of both Figure 3 and 4, the incorrect formatting of the citations as in line 8 of the Introduction, and do the same in other places. Revise the punctuation of the article. In the third line of the section Result and Discussion, the sentence “Macroscopically, the livers of slaughtered sheep at Al-Najaf abattoir were examined, and for the total number of cysts (n = 15 livers)” must be modified to be: “Macroscopically, the livers of slaughtered sheep at Al-Najaf abattoir were examined, and for the total number of livers (n = 15 livers)”. The title of each Figure must contain the word Figure, not Fig, as written in the caption of Figure 6.
The manuscript is improperly written, there is no Conclusion and the Introduction doesn’t end with an overview of the remaining parts of the article. These corrections must be made to improve the quality of the article…


	

	Optional/General comments


	There is no smooth transition between the paragraphs of the article; it must be revised.

References need attention and should be updated with recent works.
There is a need for several significant revisions to enhance the clarity and scientific contribution of the work.
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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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