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	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 manuscript evaluates the efficacy of Curcuma longa L. extaract as a natural eosin in blood stain which aimed at detecting Babesia gibsoni. The study considers a cost effective approach of diagnosing B. gibsoni using Curcuma longa ethanol extract that is eco-friendly and sustainable.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title requires modification “ Evaluation of Curcuma longa extract as a natural alternative to Eosin stain for Hemoparasite diagnosis”
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	The abstract is not adequate: there should be a brief discussion on the material and method used. 

For instance, “Ethanolic extraction was performed using 70% ethanol as solvent to obtain the dye of Curcuma longa rhizomes”

The results of the findings should be detailed: Only the effect of concentration of ethanol was mentioned, the best staining duration should be stated; The highest diagnostic clarity was achieved using 5% Curcuma longa extract for 5 min, followed by Field Stain A for 10 min. C. longa extract combination wih field stain A produced well-differentiated RBCs, WBCs, and Babesia gibsoni, which demonstrated its suitability as a diagnostic tool.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The citations provided are insufficient which resulted to limited reference list. 

The referencing format is inconsistent.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Protocols used in the conduct of the research must be adequately cited. Kindly state if there were modifications. Very important please.

The manuscripts reports that the method evaluated in the study is cost-effective. Was cost analysis done in comparison to the synthetic stain to ascertain the submission?

Introduction lacked depth.
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