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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 provides a review of  different technologies for developing healthier pet diets that correspond according to every animal's unique requirements. It also promotes interdisciplinary cooperation within the domains of veterinary medicine, nutrition, and food safety in addition to innovation in pet food research.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article suitable
	

	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 of the article comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes,the manuscript is scientifically, correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In tables data is presented without any reference cited . In addition, in text reference and the reference list needs to be carefully examined because it contains inconsistent reference style and numerical errors.The author must carefully correct these errors in order to improve the manuscript's rigor and authenticity. 
	

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


	Yes,the language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	I strongly recommend that the text undergoes a thorough review. Headings and subheadings ought to be presented in bold, while a consistent font and formatting should be meticulously employed throughout the manuscript. Furthermore, ensuring uniformity in citation styles can significantly strengthen the manuscript's overall credibility . Such Improvements are not merely advisable but imperative for elevating the scholarly caliber of the work and guaranteeing its alignment with the rigorous academic standards.
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