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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.


	This manuscript examines a significant reproductive disorder—pyometra—in dogs, a disease often seen in veterinary practice. The research offers valuable epidemiological and clinical insights from Indian patients and underscores the diagnostic and therapeutic significance of ultrasonography, hematology, and biochemical analysis. It provides essential regional data for practitioners and veterinary researchers addressing small-animal reproductive diseases.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “A Study on Pyometra in Canines” is concise, clear, and accurately reflects the study content. No change needed.
	

	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 clear and summarizes the aim, design, methods, and main findings. However, it could be improved by including one sentence about treatment outcomes and the clinical implications of findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The approach and interpretation are fundamentally accurate and scientifically valid. The research employs suitable diagnostic and analytical methodologies. Enhancements might be achieved by including a more explicit statistical analysis section and elaborating on sample characteristics.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the majority of references are pertinent, a few are outdated (before to 2015). Incorporating many new publications on pyometra diagnosis and treatment over the last five years will enhance the literature coverage.


	

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


	The English is mostly comprehensible and suitable for academic discourse, with just minor grammatical errors that may be rectified during proofreading.


	

	Optional/General comments


	A valuable clinical case study that reinforces known patterns of pyometra and provides supporting data from field conditions. Figures are relevant, and results are well presented. The discussion can be slightly expanded to include comparative incidence with other regions and breeds.
The paper is suitable for publication after minor revision—mainly improving language fluency, updating a few references, and expanding the discussion on clinical relevance.
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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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