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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 (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The resistance of gastrointestinal nematodes to synthetic anthelmintics is a major problem in livestock farming worldwide, with significant negative impacts on the safety of small ruminant farming households, particularly in Africa. This work is therefore part of the drive to develop biological solutions for controlling gastrointestinal nematodes in livestock, with a view to improving animal health and productivity. The types of extracts used (aqueous and ethanolic) are methods of extracting bioactive substances from plants that are often used by farmers in rural areas. The results from this work could easily be valorized within rural livestock farmers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article matches its content.
	

	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 is comprehensive. However, the structure of the ideas does not follow the ideal order. Each part of the abstract must be clearly identifiable : introduction/objective, methodology, results, and discussion. When reading the abstract, the results and methodology are mixed together. It would make the abstract easier to understand and digest if you separated the entire methodology section from the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the article is well written, using correct scientific language.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and most are recent. However, some bibliographic references given at the end of the document are not cited in the text. For example « Venkateswarlu, K. (2012). Vitex negundo: Medicinal values, biological activities, toxicity studies and phytopharmacological actions. International Journal of Pharmaceutical and Phytopharmacological Research, 2(2), 126-133. ». Please check and correct this.
	

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

	Yes, the English quality is suitable for scholarly communication.




	

	Optional/General comments

	The article addresses a topic of great importance to the world of domestic animal husbandry, exploring alternative avenues for more effective and sustainable control of gastrointestinal nematodes. It is written in simple and concise language. The types of extracts used will make it easier for local farmers to understand and adopt the results of the work, as they are already familiar with them. However, there are minor changes that I suggest the authors make to further enhance the scientific quality of their work.
	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 

	No, I found no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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