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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.


	It is important for investigating the aetiology of the disease in cats and related species. The investigation opens up effect of management of the infective agent. This paper shows a vista of further studies and investigation on the veterinary diseases. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Use of ‘successful’ in the title sounds qualitative and non-specific. It can be replaced with ‘effective’.
	

	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 comprehensive and covers points of the report on experiment but the Abstract should not have paragraph divisions. It needs to be ideally a single paragraph in structure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the scientific flow is maintained in the paper but in the statistical analysis section, specification of group means needed for accuracy in ANOVA comparative statistics. The images need to ne described for clarity. 
	

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

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall analysis is scientific and the issue has a medico-scientific relevance. 
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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? 


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