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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 study is about horses, but sections applicable to humans should also be included. On the other hand, it is not enough to simply present the laboratory results of the study. What these results mean must also be explained. The study focuses on a good topic, but analysis alone is not enough.
Interpreting the results alone is insufficient. Further interpretation is needed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable. No need searches another topic
	

	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.


	It is suitable, explain in research 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Sure, it is scientifically but no more giving suggestion to policy makers especially it should be given practical results
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It needs some of new references, you know that there are many of research every year so authors used not more references. 
You should use new references
	

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


	English is enough 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is acceptable for publication despite minor errors.
You should also consider the economic aspects of the article. The figures and findings obtained should give meaning to the research.

The article is well-written, interesting, and covers an important topic. However, it needs rereading as there are some minor errors. The results should also be evaluated economically. Commercialization would increase the value of the article. Therefore, simply presenting the research results is not enough. The economic aspects of these results must also be shown and interpreted.
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