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	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.


	I really appreciate how this study zeroes in on the differences between CPV-2a, -2b, and -2c in naturally infected dogs thereby filling a real knowledge gap that could help clinicians tailor treatments more better and improving post infection recovery and management.

 The detailed clinico-physiological and biochemical profiling offers good  insights for both diagnostics and prognosis in endemic regions just like India and Sub-saharan Africa.  I believe the real-world sampling and population makes me feel confident that these findings will translate well into everyday clinical use in CPE management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I feel the current title is clear and  reflects the study’s focus.The location can be added to further specify the area of study.
	

	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 good , however I suggest Including a brief line on how these variant-specific differences could affect clinical decisions or outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study’s design is definitely solid and excellent. That said, I would love to see a quick power analysis or some rationale for why each variant group ended up with the sample sizes they did. It would also help to know if the control dogs were matched by age and breed
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 I will suggest slipping in a couple of 2021–2024 studies on CPV-2c molecular epidemiology or virulence,just to make sure the discussion feels fresh and up-to-the-minute.I will suggests studies by Olaifa, Fagbohun and Akanbi all done in Nigeria between 2019-2025 and give a more fresh feel in the field.
	

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


	Yes , its good enough for scholarly communication. A few typographical adjustments and the work will fly
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	Nil
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