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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

Sarcoptic mange is one of the most important economic disease in animals. It not only causes 
irritation to the animals but also of zoonotic importance. The successful management of 
sarcoptic mange in a calf is presented in the article and this will help the scientific community 
to treat the disease. Hence the manuscript is good.  

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

The title of the article is suitable and goes well with the content of the manuscript.  

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 a compulsory part of any manuscript and it should give a complete idea of the 
content of the article. In my opinion, the dose of doramecin and it’s schedule of administration 
should be mentioned in the abstract. Moreover, the font size of the word “infestation” shoul be 
similar to the font size of the content. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

 

Introduction- Complete and goes well with the manuscript 
Case History and Diagnosis- It should be little more comprehensive, Like haematological 
profile which is  
                                                 mentioned in the abstract should be included in this section and 
it’s detailed    
                                                 values  should be mentioned. 
Treatment and Discussion- The details of supportive treatment may be included in this section. 
Otherwise    
                                                this section is complete 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript is scientifically correct, as the drug of choice for the ailment is appropriate and 
is given in the required dose rate and schedule. Moreover, the pictures included by the author 
are the evidential proof of the improvement of the ailment after the treatment. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Sufficient.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

Language is correct and is suitable for further communications. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The article is good and may be published  
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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