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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	It is highly significant due to its rapid and cost-effective diagnosis, therapeutic control, and the guarantee of its effectiveness..  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It's not correct to use the acronym (SIRS) in the title; a new version is better. For example: Blood inflammatory indices in dogs: Predictive tools for its detection
	

	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 too long. It must be limited to 250 words. The author must understand that the Abstract of a scientific work is not the sum of the summaries of the sections of the work, but rather a summary of the entire work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The work is impeccably written, very accurate. It follows a very detailed logical sequence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are bibliographies missing from the text and other minor errors. See revised work
	

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


	In our opinion it is well spent. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work is suitable for publication; only the small details noted in the review should be rectified.
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