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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 (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.


	This article provides a comprehensive overview of Bovine Tropical Theileriosis, primarily borne by ticks, that affects cattle' health and productivity worldwide. Its detailed study of its epidemiology, immunopathogenesis, and management strategies offers valuable insights to researchers, veterinarians or policymakers, as well as potential research and treatment options. Given the economic harm caused by this disease in developing nations, this review can serve as reassurance for understanding current challenges and improving surveillance capabilities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This article is very appropriate, and the title "Bovine Tropical Theileriosis: A Comprehensive Review of Epidemiology. Immunogenogenesis. and Integrated Management Strategies" perfectly captures what this particular section entails in terms both scope and depth really represents; the wording "Comprehensive Review" clearly indicates areas where major topics are addressed, setting clear expectations for the reader as to the extent that much content is actually going to be covered.


	

	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 provides a comprehensive overview of the review, covering topics such as disease impact, transmission, symptoms, diagnostic tools, immunopathogenesis, and management strategies. It also emphasizes the importance of economic considerations and the challenges of eradication. No significant changes are made at present, as this brief summary provides an overall understanding of what was previously included in the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	According to the review, the manuscript is scientifically sound and aligns with contemporary knowledge in veterinary parasitology as well as immunology. The descriptions of the phenomena of *Theileria annulata* biology, transmission by *Hyalomma** ticks, clinical manifestations[clarification needed] and immunopathology are in line with established literature; the discussion of diagnostic tools (e.g., Buparvaquone) and control strategies reflect current practices and challenges according to modern methods. However, it fails to provide a detailed analysis that draws from multiple sources within one or more research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It seems to be a complete set of references, including foundational and relatively recent studies, with citations ranging from the late 20th century through at least the 2020s. This breadth ensures that both historical context and contemporary developments are taken into account, while also strengthening the epidemiological sections with numerous regional studies from India, Pakistan, and other endemic areas. Although the reference list is lengthy, it would be wise to ensure that the most cutting-edge research, particularly from within the last 2-3 years (2023-2025), is represented, especially regarding new advancements in early-generate research interests
	

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


	Generally, the article's language and English quality are adequate for academic communication. The text is concise, well-organized with appropriate scientific terminology. There are no major grammatical mistakes or awkward phrasing that hinder comprehension.The information is coherent enough to convey the complexity of the subject to a scientific audience. Minor proofreading might correct occasional typos or stylistic incons but overall, it is conforms to the guidelines for academia publishing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and provides a valuable overview of Bovine Tropical Theileriosis. The figures (Figure 1: Life cycle of Theilera spp. and Figure 2: Distribution of Theileria ticks in Indian states) are helpful in illustrating key concepts. It would be beneficial if the authors could ensure that all figures are explicitly referenced and discussed in the main text to maximize their impact. Additionally, while the review covers a broad range of topics, a brief section on the economic impact of theileriosis with some quantitative data (e.g., specific losses per animal or region, if available) could further strengthen the introduction or a dedicated section.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Based on the content of the manuscript, there are no apparent ethical issues. The review synthesizes existing literature and does not describe any primary research involving live animals or human subjects that would require specific ethical approvals or declarations within the scope of this review.
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