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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 provides valuable epidemiological data on congenital goitre in goats, a condition that has significant implications for animal health, productivity, and rural livestock economy. By focusing on the incidence in and around Hyderabad, the study adds region-specific insight that can help inform veterinary public health strategies and future comparative studies. The findings are useful for veterinarians, animal scientists, and policymakers aiming to understand iodine deficiency-related disorders in livestock. Furthermore, it may contribute to improving diagnostic and preventive measures in endemic regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is concise and clearly indicates the content and geographical focus of the study.
	

	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 summarizes the study objectives, methods, and main findings, but it would benefit from minor improvements. Adding one concluding sentence emphasizing the study’s implication for veterinary health or regional livestock management would strengthen the abstract’s impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with appropriate field sampling and diagnostic methodology. However, it would benefit from additional detail regarding the diagnostic criteria used—specifically, whether congenital goitre was confirmed through clinical observation, histopathological evaluation, or both (Materials and Methods).
The statistical analysis section should be clarified to enhance transparency and ensure the results are reproducible and statistically meaningful (Results).
It is also recommended to specify the meaning of the superscript letters “a” and “b” used in each table (Tables 1–2,) to avoid ambiguity.
The discussion is relevant and well-structured but could be further strengthened by comparing the present findings with previously reported studies on caprine goitre from other regions or countries (Discussion section).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant
	

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


	The English language is understandable but requires moderate editing for grammatical accuracy and fluency.
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	No competing interests are evident based on the content of the manuscript.
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