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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.


	This manuscript provides crucial clinical evidence validating a low-equipment, blind intubation technique for goats, a common yet anatomically challenging species. Its proven reliability is especially significant for enhancing anesthetic safety in field and resource-limited settings, where most procedures occur. The study serves as an important benchmark for practical veterinary anesthesia and a foundation for future comparative research
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The current title is suitable and accurate, as it clearly states the intervention (hand-guided blind endotracheal intubation), the subject (goats), the context (general anaesthesia for elective surgery), and the evaluated outcomes (clinical feasibility and safety).
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, effectively summarizing the study's key elements
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its core methodology, reporting, and conclusions. 
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	The references are sufficient to support the study's narrative but are weighted heavily towards older, foundational texts. 

 Integrate more recent references (from the last 5-10 years) that address contemporary reviews, comparative techniques, and updated standards of practice in veterinary anesthesia.
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	The language and English quality of the article are largely suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, professional, and adheres to the formal tone expected in a scientific manuscript.
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