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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.


	Since the left coronary artery is the main vessel supplying the heart muscle, any disturbances in its structure lead to a deterioration in the blood supply to the heart and, consequently, various disturbances in its function, most often, myocardial infarction. Therefore, a detailed study of the LCA structure in health and disease is essential for developing methods for its correction and treatment. To implement these new methods into clinical practice, experimental testing is needed on animals whose vessel structure is similar to that of human arteries. In this regard, this study is of interest because the LCA structure in sheep and goats is similar to that of human vessels.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title should use the plural of animals, since there were 6 animals in the experiment..
MICROMORPHOLOGY, MORPHOMETRY AND HISTOCHEMISTRY OF LEFT CORONARY ARTERY IN SHEEP AND GOATS
	

	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 of the article is fully comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is written using the scientific language, based on the literature and own experimental data, and consists of all parts used in scientific papers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	To my opinion, authors used 18 references up to 2024 that is quite enough for this paper/
	

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


	Yes, English is on good level, very clear and suitable for communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	I liked this paper since it contains specific numerical data and good figures on the research topic, is written in simple, good, understandable scientific language, includes the necessary literary data for comparison, the results are statistically processed, the conclusion is clear and fully reflects the results, and has important practical significance for clinical research.
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