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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	A case report describing the less usual clinical presentations of E. canis is important not only for the scientific community, but also for practitioners. This might help updating the differential diagnosis list for central vestibular disease and for recognising easier the cases where E. canis is involved.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but I would write it like this: ” Central vestibular disease in a Pug breed dog secondary to Ehrlichia canis infection” or a suggestion could be ”Ehrlichia canis infection causing central vestibular disease in a Pug”.
	

	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 following sentence should be reconsidered because otitis media/interna cannot be ruled out by otoscopy only: ” Otoscopic examination ruled out otitis media/interna. ” When the tympanic membrane it is intact the middle ear cannot be examined. On the other hand, advanced diagnostic imaging like CT scan or MRI could help ruling out otitis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but some changes should be performed before publication (e.g., explain how all, not only a few, of the differential diagnosis have been ruled out, but also if there are limitation in the investigation of this case and explain why).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but please pay attention to the writing of every reference as there are some mistakes (e.g., incorrect names of the authors like Fernoag instead of Fernoaga or words in the titles like imidocarb diprionate instead of imidocarb dipropionate).
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The following text, ”for past 5 days”, can be changed to ”for the past 5 days”.
After ”revealed” it can be used ”: ”as there will follow an enumeration.

The following text, ”increased heart rate (100/min) ”, can be changed to “heart rate 100 bpm”. 

”& ” can be changed to ”and”.

For tables 1 and 2 please report the reference ranges of the specified parameters.

The following text,”hematological parameters returned to normalcy”, can be changed to ” hematological parameters returned to normal”.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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