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	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 research provides updated epidemiological data on ectoparasites species in poultry in the study communities in Nigeria, demonstrating their negative impact on productivity and market value. It also provides theoretical information that could inform the design of management, sanitation, and health control strategies in backyard poultry systems in the study region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	There is a lack of data (e.g., study location) that would allow for a better understanding of the study from the title. It is suggested that the species/breeds of the chickens and the location where the study was conducted be added. See comments attached to the manuscript.
	

	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 study lacks data, is not well-organized, and its writing does not allow for an in-depth understanding. It is suggested that it be organized as follows (see other comments in the manuscript):
1. Cultural or economic importance of chickens to the communities.

2. Health problems caused by ectoparasites in chickens or birds in general.

3. Objective of the study.

4. Briefly describe the methodology (e.g. only the number of animals, type of sampling, diagnostic techniques, etc.). It is not necessary to mention each technique used in the study.

5. Main results.

6. Discussion or conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Major adjustments are required to allow for a better understanding of the study. There are significant problems with the proposed experimental design and the introduction, results, and conclusion. Several comments are mentioned in the PDF manuscript. Briefly, some:

Introduction: Presents information that is not important to the theoretical framework of the study (see comments in the manuscript).

Methodology: Lack of information and inadequate organization of steps:

1. Information is not relevant to the methodology.

2. The ethical approval for the use of animals is not described, nor is a protocol providing information on animal care.

3. The taxonomic keys used to identify the ectoparasite species are not described.

4. The figures lack resolution, which makes it difficult to detail the intended point. Changes are suggested.

Results: It is suggested to improve the graphics by using a figure that shows the observation frequency. Furthermore, the images lack resolution, which prevents the parasites' structure from being clearly detailed.

Conclusion: The importance of this study could be added as a basis for creating sanitary control programs in the studied region.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references should be added, especially in the introduction and discussion.
	

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


	Not suitable. The entire text should be reviewed, as there are grammatical errors and incorrect word usage.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The attached PDF provides further details on the manuscript evaluation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
	No animal ethics endorsement or certificate or equivalent is provided that provides information on the care and welfare of the animals studied.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No record of plagiarism was found.
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