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	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.


	The manuscript is of interest to the scientific community because it provides synthesized and well-structured information regarding the biology and evolution of canine transmissible venereal tumour. The scientific article is important for both researchers and veterinary oncologists because it offers potential applications for understanding cancer biology and developing novel therapeutic approaches. The authors concisely present the origins, evolution, etiology, epidemiology, cellular origins, characteristics, and incidence of CTVT, and this information contributes to advancing research in cancer biology. This manuscript is important for the field because by fully understanding the biology of CTVT we can identify new therapies or improve existing ones.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable for the manuscript.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. I have nothing to add or change.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From my point of view, the information is scientifically correct and properly structured.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant but not very recent. I would recommend adding references from the last 5 years.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, from my point of view the English quality of the manuscript is ok but I am not a native English speaker.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I suggest to change this sentence:

“In India, (24) observed a consistent distribution of CTVT across different geo-climatic regions, with its prevalence ranging between 23% and 28%.” 

With 

“In India, (24) it was observed a consistent distribution of CTVT across different geo-climatic regions, with its prevalence ranging between 23% and 28%.”
I did not identify plagiarism in the manuscript.
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