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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 the seroprevalence of bluetongue virus in small ruminants across diverse agro-climatic regions of Gujarat, a region where comprehensive and updated surveillance data are limited. The large sample size and inclusion of both sheep and goats enhance the reliability of the findings and contribute to a better understanding of host-, age-, breed-, and region-specific exposure patterns. In addition, the comparative evaluation of i-ELISA and AGID tests offers practical insight into diagnostic performance, which is useful for field surveillance and control programs. Overall, the study contributes important baseline information that can support disease monitoring, risk assessment, and the development of targeted bluetongue control strategies in endemic areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Detection of Bluetongue virus antibody in small ruminants in Gujarat state,” is generally relevant but grammatically weak and not sufficiently informative for a scientific article. It does not clearly indicate the study design (seroprevalence) or the diagnostic methods used.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and covers the major components of the study, including background information, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. However, some improvements are recommended to enhance clarity, accuracy, and scientific focus.

Suggestions for improvement:

Remove irrelevant or incorrect keywords:

The listed keywords (indoxacarb, amelioration, vitamin C, rats) are unrelated to bluetongue virus and the present study and should be replaced with appropriate terms such as Bluetongue virus, seroprevalence, sheep, goats, i-ELISA, AGID, Gujarat.

Clarify study design and sampling:

Briefly state the study period and clearly indicate that the work is a cross-sectional serosurveillance study, which will improve methodological clarity.

Reduce excessive numerical detail:

While prevalence ranges are informative, some district- and region-wise percentages could be condensed to improve readability without losing key information.

Strengthen the concluding statement:

The conclusion could be more impactful by explicitly highlighting the epidemiological significance of the findings and their implications for disease control, surveillance, and vaccination planning.

Minor language refinement:

Some sentences are lengthy and could be streamlined for better flow and clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct, and the results are valid. Minor improvements in methodological details, discussion depth, and statistical explanation will further strengthen its scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many references are from the 1980s–2000s. Inclusion of more recent studies from the last 5–10 years would strengthen the manuscript and show current relevance, especially regarding:

Advances in BTV diagnostics (e.g., RT-PCR, newer ELISA kits).

Recent epidemiological surveys and outbreaks in India and neighboring countries.

Updated insights into vector distribution and climate impact on BTV transmission.
	

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


	A thorough English language revision by a native or professional editor is recommended to ensure the manuscript meets the standard required for scholarly publications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic on Bluetongue virus seroprevalence in sheep and goats, providing valuable data for epidemiology and disease control in Gujarat, India.

The study design and data collection appear robust, with a good sample size and appropriate use of serological tests (i-ELISA and BT-AGID).

The tables are detailed and informative, although some could benefit from minor formatting improvements for clarity.

While the manuscript is scientifically sound, the language and presentation require improvement to meet international scholarly standards.

Inclusion of more recent references could strengthen the discussion, particularly studies from the last 5–10 years on Bluetongue virus epidemiology in India or neighboring regions.

Overall, the manuscript has potential for publication after minor revisions focusing on English language, clarity, and referencing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Based on the information you provided from the manuscript, there do not appear to be major ethical issues. The study involves serological testing of sheep and goats, which is a standard veterinary procedure.
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