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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.


	The manuscript, "CANINE EHRLICHIOSIS: A REVIEW," is important to the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive and current overview of Ehrlichia canis, a globally significant tick-borne pathogen in dogs. This review systematically analyzes literature from 2000 to 2025, covering key areas such as pathogenesis, clinical stages (acute, subclinical, chronic), diagnostic methods (cytology, serology, PCR), treatment, and emerging issues like antibiotic resistance. Its synthesis of global epidemiological data and discussion of the disease's varied presentation and zoonotic potential makes it a valuable resource for veterinarians, researchers, and public health professionals working in endemic regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, It is accurate, concise, and clearly indicates the subject matter and the article type.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. It clearly states the Aim (to provide a comprehensive overview of Ehrlichia canis), the Study design (systemic literature review, 2000-2025), the Methodology (evaluates diagnostics, clinical management, vector control, antibiotic resistance), the main Results (clinical signs, diagnostic gold standard, first-line treatment, vector), and the Conclusion (significance, need for early detection, research on alternatives). 

Suggestion for Addition (Optional, for improved clarity):

•While the abstract mentions that doxycycline is the first-line treatment, it could briefly mention the typical duration (e.g., "for a minimum of four weeks") as this is a critical aspect discussed in the main text and is vital for preventing carrier status.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the content provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It accurately presents:

•The etiology, with Ehrlichia canis as the primary agent.

•The primary vector, Rhipicephalus sanguineus (brown dog tick).

•The characteristic clinical findings, such as fever, lethargy, thrombocytopenia, and bleeding disorders.

•The diagnostic methods, including PCR as the gold standard and IFAT as the serological gold standard.

•Doxycycline as the preferred first-line treatment.

•Vector control as the cornerstone of prevention.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains a large number of references (over 60, judging by the numbering). The Study design states that the review analyzed studies published between 2000 and 2025. An initial scan of the reference list shows many post-2000 publications, confirming the inclusion of recent literature (e.g., from 2015, from 2018, from 2017). The references appear to be sufficient and recent to support the comprehensive nature of the review.
	

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


	The language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communications. The text is clear, professional, and uses appropriate scientific terminology (e.g., obligate intracellular bacteria, thrombocytopenia, myelosuppression, morulae).
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured and highly informative review on canine ehrlichiosis. The inclusion of figures (Fig. 1, 2, 3, 4) within the text is helpful, though the figure captions in the provided source material are not optimally placed and should be ensured to clearly identify the image it refers to. The discussion of emerging antibiotic resistance and the need for alternative therapies and vaccination is particularly timely and relevant.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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