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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.


	Oncopathology in animals is a relevant object of research in veterinary medicine. This is of particular importance in the case of cancer in small pets. The study of the authors of the article is devoted to splenic lymphoma in dogs. This disease has been studied fragmentarily, and data on its pathomorphological diagnosis and differentiation are scarce. Therefore, I believe that the article is devoted to a relevant scientific problem and will arouse significant scientific interest.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article fully reflects its content, main research, and its focus. Therefore, in my opinion, it does not require correction.
	

	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 of the article is clearly formatted, contains all the necessary sections stipulated by the requirements of the journal to which it is submitted for publication. It states the value of the research, its purpose, methodology and main results. The data in each subsection of the abstract are stated concisely and clearly, do not require additions or clarifications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Having read the manuscript in detail, I consider it scientifically correct. The presented results, the methodological approach to the work, and the discussion of the obtained data are carried out at a high scientific level.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More than 40% of the references in the article are older than 10 years from the date of publication. In addition, the list of references contains only 25 sources. For such a topical topic, it is worth expanding the list of references and adding new sources. Thus, the authors of the article will be able to qualitatively improve the scientific level of this publication.
	

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


	The manuscript of the article is written in professional English. When read, it is easy to read and understand. I did not find any corrections or significant comments.
	

	Optional/General comments


	During the review of the article, the question arose whether it is possible to claim the presence of sexual sensitivity of splenic lymphoma in dogs if only 8 clinical cases were included in the study?
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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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