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	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.


	This manuscript will help identify two methods for determining Fascioliasis in cattle. This includes ante mortem examination faecal examination, and postmortem inspection of the liver. At a glance, one would be able tell the prevalence of the disease and its severity based on the results. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable.
	

	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 is okay. have expunged some statements and added others to make the section plausible. See text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the logical argument is present and follows a sequence. The results obtained are through the application of scientific methodologies, which are reproducible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and fairly recent. However, one was cited but not listed in the “Reference List”. Also, there is one reference on the list, but not cited in the text. should take note of these. 
	

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


	The language is suitable and communicates the idea contained in the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are a few typos and inappropriate word(s)/ clauses that have been corrected within the text. The attention has been drawn to some. They are highlighted/coloured. The main area of attention is on the “Results”. The Computations must be revisited and the correct values written out and corrected at the appropriate places in the text. The references to the p-value were not sighted, hence the conclusion was not properly done based on statistics. The “Reference List” should be further worked on in conformity with the guidelines of the Journal (style, justify). The areas of attention should be taken seriously. If all the areas of concerns are addressed, would recommend that the manuscript be considered for publication.
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