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	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 baseline data on the parasite fauna of domestic rabbits in Burkina Faso, a region where such information is clearly limited. By documenting parasite diversity, prevalence, and organ distribution, the study fills an important regional knowledge gap and supports evidence based improvement of rabbit health management. The findings are particularly relevant for small scale and peri urban livestock systems where rabbits contribute to food security and income. Overall, the study offers practical and scientific relevance for parasitologists, veterinarians, and development focused animal scientists.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the scope and geographic focus of the study. However, it could be slightly improved for clarity and precision by emphasizing the domestic context and parasitological approach. A suggested alternative title is “Diversity and distribution of ecto and gastrointestinal parasites in domestic rabbits from Ouagadougou and peri urban areas of Burkina Faso”.
	

	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 clear and informative, covering objectives, methods, key results, and implications. However, it would benefit from a brief mention of the study design and sample size earlier to help readers quickly assess the scale of the work. Minor language polishing is also recommended to improve flow and readability. No major deletions are needed, only light tightening and clarification.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the methods are appropriate for the stated objectives. Parasite identification, statistical analyses, and interpretation of results follow established parasitological standards. A minor issue is the limited sample size, which should be more clearly acknowledged as a constraint in the discussion, along with its implications for generalization. Addressing this transparently will strengthen the scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and well selected, combining classical parasitology sources with recent studies. The inclusion of recent publications from 2023 and 2024 is a strong point. One possible improvement would be adding at least one recent regional study on rabbit health management or parasitism in West Africa to further contextualize the findings. Overall, the reference list is appropriate and up to date.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are recurring grammatical issues, article usage problems, and awkward phrasing that affect readability. These issues do not obscure meaning but require careful language editing. A professional English revision would significantly improve clarity and presentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are evident in this manuscript.
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