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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	Coccidiosis is a health challenge that causes economic problems, especially in poultry farming, due to the significant deaths and economic losses it causes. Therefore, evaluating treatments for this disease contributes to reducing these challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The manuscript title is lengthy, so propose the following:
Evaluation of the anticoccidial efficacy of amprolium and sulfaquinoxaline on cyst production and lesion severity in Kashmir
	

	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 free of numerical results and contains only the general conclusion. The main results must be mentioned either in numbers or in symbols.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript scientifically, correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recent references are not enough (only three or four references)
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Manuscript language is good for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript is generally good. It needs to amend the title, highlight the results in the abstract, and discuss the results more broadly (histological images). It also needs to update the references and support them with modern references.
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