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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.


	MS entitled “Atovaquone–Azithromycin Versus Doxycycline–Clindamycin–Metronidazole: A Comparative Clinical Study in Canine Babesiosis” is important for the scientific community:

---looking at the rising cases of canine babesiosis a therapeutic regimen has to be scientifically tested that could help clinicians in timely treating the ailing dogs. This MS fits from this point of view.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“A Comparative Clinical Analysis of Atovaquone-Azithromycin and Triple antimicrobial therapy in Canine Babesiosis”
	

	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.


	OK, the track changes have been suggested in the text 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	OK, statistical details are needed and mentioned in the text in track changes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the references are incomplete, not following the journal guidelines, Add few latest references
	

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


	Needs some work. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Appropriate discussion part is missing and need to more relevant discussion points including latest references. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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