Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Microbiology Research Journal International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_MRJI_150668

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	PREVALENCE OF CANINE MONOCYTIC EHRLICHIOSIS AND HEPATOZOONOSIS IN THOOTHUKUDI DISTRICT OF TAMIL NADU

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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	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 addresses an important and regionally relevant topic about the prevalence of CME and hepatozoonosis in southern India. The sample size (n = 612) is adequate, and the study duration (one year) allows for seasonal comparison. However, in its current form (southern india). This study is important due to tick-borne diseases remain a major concern in tropical regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, 
However, many prevalence studies use similar wording)

Including these elements would improve transparency and scientific precision such as hospital-based or microscopy-based


	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in principle, but with important limitations that affect rigor, interpretation, and international impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, however, Several comparisons rely on >10-year-old studies. This weakens international relevance. Retain older studies only as baseline (recent (≤5 years) studies)
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Although the manuscript addresses a relevant topic, the study design and diagnostic approach substantially limit its scientific impact. Reliance on blood smear microscopy alone and hospital-based sampling of symptomatic dogs restricts diagnostic sensitivity and prevents meaningful inference about population-level prevalence. The statistical analysis is minimal, and the discussion lacks sufficient analytical depth, with several interpretations not directly supported by the data. Significant revision would be required to meet the standards of an international indexed journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

the manuscript lacks explicit statements on ethical approval and owner consent, even for hospital-based or retrospective studies.
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