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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Authors are try to establish to determine the prevalence of GIT parasites in sheep and goats and zoonotic helminths from slaughter house in the Maekel region, Eritrea. This is a interesting research work with good scientific merit.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current title of this article is good and appropriate for this resarch.
	

	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.


	In abstract please try to make it more concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Organization of manuscript is so poor. Introduction part is enriched with information while discussion part is not enough. Authors are suggested to be concise in introducing the background, hypothesis and objectives. And highly recommended to include the discussion section, and discuss the observed results with respect to available literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please always give reference in recent one.
	

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


	The authors should get their manuscript checked for English language from a professional English editing service.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Authors have described the similar context many times and there are several repetitive sentences. Please be concise and keep the readership in mind while explaining phenomenon/result or discussing any point. Moreover, authors are suggested to please omit extra and ambiguous sentences and show your results/observations clearly.
Many papers which are cited are only abstract deep or even title deep and it seems that they have not been fully read. It is recommended to fully understand the papers and then reproduce the digested outcome.
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