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PART  1: Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. 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 regarding CKD along with cardiomyopathy is 
reported. CKD normally goes undetected in the early stages. 
The article highlights the early diagnosis and treatment for this 
condition which may be helpful to the clinicians at large. 
However, one case cannot be used as a referral point and it is 
suggested that studies may be done on a minimum of 6-10 
dogs.  

 

Is the title of the article 
suitable? 
(If not please suggest an 
alternative title) 

Yes  

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. 

Abstract highlights the major points covered in the article. The 
term dilated cardiomyopathy may be replaced with 
hypertrophic cardiomyopathy 

The entire abstract has been revised to 
focus exclusively on chronic kidney 
disease, and omitted dilated 
cardiomyopathy. 

Is the manuscript 
scientifically, correct? 
Please write here. 

Corrections have been indicated in the text of the manuscript 
 
Additional comments in the section 2.1, 2.2 and 2.4 may be 
attended to and added in the text of the article. 

Corrections in the manuscript have been 
made in accordance with the comments. 

Are the references sufficient 
and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional 
references, please mention 
them in the review form. 

References pertaining to humans may be removed 
 
The following reference may be referred to and added in the 
article – 
E.B. Rebez and Ninan J. (2024). Biomarkers in the 
cardiovascular system of animals: A review. Indian Journal of 
Animal Health 63(1): 22-28. 
Doi:https://doi.org/10.36062/ijah.2024.08023 
 
References may be written in the correct format of the AJOAIR 

References related to humans have been 
removed from the manuscript.  



 

 

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

Yes  

Optional/General comments 
 

Based on X-Ray and cardiac troponin I levels DILATED 
cardiomyopathy cannot be determined 
Cardiac troponin levels are only indicative of cardiac myopathy. 
It cannot be used a marker for DILATED cardiomyopathy. 
The term Hypertrophic cardiomyopathy could be a more 
correct term. 
CKD diagnosis requires comprehensive approach and is 
irreversible. Hence it is difficult to conclude that CKD has been 
reversed with two months of therapy. 
 
It is suggested that the results may be supported with the help 
of echocardiography. 
 
For developing adequate referral values, it is suggested that 
further studies may be done on a minimum of 10-20 dogs. 
 
The article may be accepted with major revisions as indicated 
by the reviewer in the text of the manuscript and also in the 
Reviewers comments.  
 
PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT 

In right lateral veiw, the vertebral heart 
score (VHS) in this case was elevated at 
12.5v, exceeding the reference range of 
10.2–11.4v (for Labrador Retriever). This 
increase raised suspicion of 
cardiomyopathy; however, confirming 
cardiomyopathy without echocardiography 
is challenging. Nonetheless, the elevated 
VHS indicates enlarged heart.  
 
The entire manuscript has been revised to 
focus exclusively on chronic kidney 
disease and enlarged heart, and omitted 
dilated cardiomyopathy. 

 
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) 

 

 

 

 

 

 


