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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The present manuscript entitled  ‘Faecal Egg Count of Gastrointestinal Parasites in Broilers in Maseru District, Lesotho’ is an good attempt made by the authors but it lacks the clarity of expression as well as scientific importance in the present manuscript. The authors must provide data about the identified eggs of parasitic species (Namatodes, Cestodes, Coccidiosis etc.) and also the Mixed infestation data should be given before making any conclusion about the endoparasitism in the broilers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. It may be modified as ‘Prevalence of Gastrointestinal Parasites in Broilers in Maseru District, Lesotho’
	

	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 present abstract may be rewrite with prime focus on the prevalence of endoparasitism and their comparative incidence in the Urban and Semi-Urban areas in Maseru District, Lesotho. It may be modified and concise accordingly. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific methodology must be adopted while doing the faecal examination studies. The sampling technique is not clear and may be rewrite properly. The sample size is too low to derive any conclusions on the basis of age/region as mentioned in the present study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Only six (06) references are matching with the text of manuscript and Reference section. Rest all are irrelevant with the manuscript, delete them from the reference section.  
Missing references (Ola-Fadusin et al. 2017; Katoch et al., 2015; Junquera et al., 2018; Rushton et al., 2018; Cappelen, 2017; Zajac, 2012; Sandhu et al., 2005; Adhikari et al. 2020; Opara et al., 2014; Ashenafi et al, 2002; Haug et al, 2008; Nilsoon et al., 1995; Meuna et al,1998) needs to be added in the Reference section. 
	

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


	Language and the english quality is poor at places and suitably modified accordingly
	

	Optional/General comments


	Rewrite the Abstract properly
The methodology may be appropriately written as per the objectives of the study. 

Specify the name of parasitic eggs identified in the study. Also provide the data of Mixed parasitic infestation as well.
Conclusions to be specific and depicting the output of the study.

References should follow the Journal pattern strictly. Moreover latest reference may be suitably replaced with the older ones.  
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