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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.


	This manuscript presents a well-documented clinical case of Infectious Bovine Keratoconjunctivitis (IBK) in a calf, highlighting successful diagnosis and therapeutic management based on bacteriological culture and antibiotic sensitivity testing. Case reports of this nature are valuable to the veterinary scientific community, particularly in resource-limited settings, as they provide practical insights into evidence-based clinical decision-making. The study reinforces the importance of prompt diagnosis and targeted antimicrobial therapy in reducing economic losses and improving animal welfare. Overall, the manuscript contributes useful applied knowledge to the field of food animal medicine and veterinary ophthalmology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable and accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript. It clearly indicates the disease condition, species involved, and the focus on therapeutic management through a case report.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well structured, summarizing the clinical presentation, diagnostic approach, treatment, and outcome effectively. However, minor grammatical refinements are recommended, and the abstract could benefit from explicitly stating the significance of antibiotic sensitivity testing in guiding treatment decisions. No major deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The diagnostic methods, laboratory procedures, antimicrobial sensitivity testing, and treatment protocol are appropriate and consistent with established veterinary microbiology and clinical practice guidelines. The discussion appropriately integrates current literature to support the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and largely recent. They adequately support the background, discussion, and interpretation of findings. Minor editorial corrections are suggested to remove duplicate citations and ensure uniform formatting across references.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical errors, typographical issues, and sentence-structure inconsistencies are present. A light professional English language editing would further improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Requiring Minor Revision
1. Abstract
· Minor grammatical and typographical corrections are needed.

· Clarify the treatment description (e.g., correct phrasing such as “a combination of topical tetracycline eye drops and parenteral oxytetracycline”).

· Improve sentence flow and consistency (e.g., verb tense and article usage).

2. Language and Grammar Throughout the Manuscript
· Minor English editing is required across sections including Introduction, Case Presentation, and Discussion.

· Correct spelling, punctuation, pluralization, and subject–verb agreement.

· Improve clarity in a few long or repetitive sentences.

3. References Section
· Remove duplicate references (e.g., repeated citation of Hansen, 2001).

· Ensure uniform reference formatting (journal names, italics, punctuation, and year placement).

· Check consistency between in-text citations and reference list entries.

4. Figures and Figure Legends
· Improve clarity and uniformity of figure captions.

· Ensure correct numbering and consistent formatting (e.g., “Figure 1 and Figure 2 showing…”).

Minor language polishing in figure descriptions.

Overall, this is a well-prepared case report that requires only minor revisions, mainly related to language polishing and reference formatting. The clinical relevance and practical implications are clear and well presented
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were identified in this manuscript. The case report involves routine clinical management of an animal presented for treatment, and no invasive experimental procedures were conducted.
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