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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 study contributes important region-specific evidence on the burden and seasonal trends of tick infestation in dogs, based on systematic screening of a large clinical population. The identification of Rhipicephalus sanguineus as the predominant species using standard morphological criteria strengthens current knowledge of canine tick ecology in Central India. By examining demographic and management-related factors, including age, sex, breed, and housing conditions, the manuscript offers practical insights into determinants of infestation risk. These findings are of clear value to veterinary clinicians, parasitologists, and disease control programs, as they support improved surveillance, targeted prevention strategies, and informed management of tick-borne disease risks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Prevalence and Morphological Identification of Ticks Infesting Dogs in Central India,” is generally appropriate and reflects the main components of the study. However, it is relatively broad and does not fully highlight the clinical setting, seasonal analysis, or the exclusive dominance of Rhipicephalus sanguineus, which are key strengths of the manuscript.

Suggested Alternative Titles (more specific and impactful):

1. Seasonal Prevalence and Morphological Characterization of Canine Ticks in Central India
2. Epidemiology and Morphological Identification of Canine Ticks in a Veterinary Clinical Population in Central India
3. Seasonal Patterns and Risk Factors of Tick Infestation in Dogs in Central India: A Morphological Study
4. Prevalence, Seasonal Trends, and Morphological Identification of Canine Ticks in Central India
5. Clinic-Based Epidemiology of Tick Infestation in Dogs in Central India with Morphological Identification of Tick Species
	

	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 clear and covers the main components of the study, including the objective, study period, sample size, prevalence, seasonal variation, and dominant tick species. It provides an adequate overview of the key findings and reflects the core outcomes of the manuscript.

However, the abstract could be strengthened by adding a brief statement on the study design (e.g., cross-sectional, clinic-based) and by explicitly mentioning the key risk factors identified (such as age group, sex, breed, and housing pattern), as these are important results that enhance the applied value of the study. In addition, inclusion of a short sentence highlighting the practical implications for tick control, surveillance, or prevention of tick-borne diseases would improve the relevance for clinicians and policymakers.

No major deletions are necessary, but minor condensation of background information could allow space to incorporate these additional methodological and interpretive elements. Overall, with these minor additions, the abstract would more fully represent the scope, strengths, and practical significance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and the methodology is appropriate for the stated objectives. The cross-sectional study design, large sample size, and use of standard morphological keys for tick identification are consistent with accepted practices in veterinary parasitology. The data analysis and statistical methods are appropriate for assessing prevalence and associations with demographic and management factors.

However, the scientific rigour could be further strengthened by clearly acknowledging the inherent limitations of morphology-based identification and the potential for misclassification among closely related tick species. While the discussion appropriately references similar regional studies, a more explicit consideration of potential selection bias associated with a clinic-based population would improve transparency. Additionally, minor clarification of some methodological details (e.g., criteria for suspected cases and handling of mixed infestations, if any) would enhance reproducibility.

In summary, the study is scientifically correct and methodologically appropriate, with minor areas where clarification and acknowledgement of limitations would further strengthen the scientific quality of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally adequate and includes a reasonable number of recent studies (2021–2025) relevant to canine tick infestation, seasonal dynamics, and regional epidemiology. The inclusion of studies from India and neighbouring regions is appropriate and supports comparison of the findings within similar ecological and management contexts.

However, the manuscript would benefit from the addition of a few more high-impact, international references to strengthen its global relevance and theoretical grounding. In particular, recent review articles on Rhipicephalus sanguineus species complex, advances in tick taxonomy, and global patterns of canine tick-borne diseases would enhance the scientific depth. In addition, citing key WHO, FAO, or OIE (WOAH) guidance documents or global surveillance reports on ticks and tick-borne diseases could further contextualize the findings within a One Health and international disease control framework.

Overall, the references are acceptable, but selective inclusion of recent, high-quality reviews and global policy papers would improve the manuscript’s scholarly impact and international positioning.
	

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


	The overall quality of English is acceptable for scholarly communication, and the manuscript is generally clear and understandable. The scientific content is conveyed effectively, and most sections are written in a professional academic tone appropriate for an international journal.

However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing to improve grammar, sentence structure, and consistency in academic style. There are occasional instances of awkward phrasing, minor grammatical errors, and repetitive expressions that may affect readability. In addition, some sentences are longer than necessary and could be streamlined to enhance clarity and precision.

Overall, while the manuscript is suitable for publication from a language perspective, professional copy-editing or careful revision by a fluent academic English speaker is recommended to further improve clarity, flow, and presentation quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript provides useful regional data on the prevalence and seasonal trends of canine tick infestation in Central India, supported by a large clinical sample and standard morphological identification. The findings on risk factors and the dominance of Rhipicephalus sanguineus are relevant for veterinary practice and surveillance. Minor revisions to address study limitations and improve language clarity would further strengthen the manuscript.
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