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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.


	•
The article provides a comprehensive overview of current vaccines against parasites in domestic animals, covering helminths, protozoa, and ectoparasites. 

•
It effectively highlights the economic importance of parasitic diseases and the limitations of traditional control methods, making a strong case for vaccination as a sustainable alternative. 

•
The review includes detailed examples of commercially available vaccines, their administration routes, efficacy, and benefits, such as the Bovilis and Huskvac vaccines for Dictyocaulus viviparus in cattle and the EG95 vaccine for Echinococcus granulosus in sheep.

•
The inclusion of recent advances like recombinant vaccines and DNA epitope vaccines adds value by showcasing ongoing innovation in the field. 

•
The article also touches on the broader impacts of vaccination on animal welfare, public health, and food security, which is commendable.
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	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.


	o
The coverage of ectoparasite vaccines is incomplete, ending abruptly without detailed discussion, which disrupts the overall flow. 

o
The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and typographical mistakes that reduce clarity and professionalism. 

o
The discussion lacks critical analysis of the challenges in vaccine development, such as antigenic variation, immune evasion, and practical deployment issues in diverse farming contexts. 

o
Additionally, the article would benefit from better organization, smoother transitions between sections, and inclusion of summary tables or figures to enhance readability. 

o
A dedicated conclusion summarizing key points and future directions is also missing, which would strengthen the review’s impact.
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