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	The manuscript on the occurrence of anaemia associated with haemoprotozoan diseases in dogs is important for the scientific community because it provides valuable insights into the prevalence and distribution of these diseases in a specific region. It highlights the significant role of haemoprotozoa like Babesia spp., Ehrlichia spp. and Anaplasma spp. in causing anaemia in dogs, which is crucial for veterinary medicine. Additionally, it contributes to the broader understanding of vector-borne diseases and their impact on canine health.
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	The use of blood smear examinations and complete blood counts is standard practice and the statistical analysis seems appropriate for the data collected. However, it is important that that all data collection and analysis procedures adhere to ethical standards.
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