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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.


	The manuscript is of importance to the scientific community because it addresses a clinically relevant but under-studied diagnostic method in canine.

The study will also help to improve the determination of timing for elective caesarean section.

The study is clinically relevant in answering the question of the possibility of assessing fetal lung maturity of canine in Bubble test using samples obtained from amniotic fluid. 
 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, It lacks clarity and Precision.
“Assessment of Fetal lung maturity in canine using Bubble test on amniotic fluid collected through Amniocentesis and Caesarean section”
	

	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.


	It is not comprehensive enough because it does not contain key information’s like study objectives, key findings, statistical summaries etc. It also does not contain information on the Amniotic fluid collected from Caesarean section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is not scientifically correct in its current form but will be if corrections are effected on the methodology, and statistical analysis is carried out.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No 
	

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


	No, the grammar is not proper and lacks clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction is not coherently arranged in an order that helps the flow of information.
The manuscript is full of repetition of information and the tables are difficult to understand.
The study did not provide any measure for sensitivity, specificity, positive predictive value, negative predictive value, which are the essentials for a diagnostic test
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Ethical consideration was not discussed in the manuscript.
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