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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 critical epidemiological data on the prevalence of Rhipicephalus microplus in Jabalpur, Madhya Pradesh, filling a regional knowledge gap regarding tick infestation rates (58.70%). By identifying specific risk factors such as crossbred animals, younger age groups, and loose housing systems, the study offers actionable insights for targeted veterinary interventions. Additionally, the morphological characterization confirms the absolute predominance of R. microplus in the study area, which is essential for developing species-specific control strategies and managing tick-borne diseases like babesiosis and anaplasmosis.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is descriptive and accurately reflects the study's focus on both epidemiology and morphological identification.
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract effectively summarizes the study's objective, methodology (timeframe, sample size), key findings (overall prevalence, highest month), and primary conclusion regarding species identification.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. It utilizes standard taxonomic keys for identification, employs the chi-square test for statistical significance (P < 0.05), and provides detailed methodology for sample collection and laboratory processing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references include a wide range of relevant studies, including very recent citations from 2024 and 2025 to ensure the work is contextualized within current research.

Technical Amendments (Materials and Methods)

Plate References: Ensure all plate references in the text (e.g., Plate 01 to Plate 06) are consistently numbered and correspond correctly to the descriptions of attachment sites and microscopic views.
	

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


	· Yes, the article uses appropriate scientific terminology and clear structure suitable for a research publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

· No major ethical issues are apparent. The study involved manual tick collection from cattle with minimal distress, and the authors declare no use of prohibited generative AI for writing the manuscript.
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