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	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 titled "Thoracic Radiographical Changes In Respiratory Tract Infection In Dog" presents a study conducted between October 2022 and June 2023, on 30 dogs with respiratory tract infections. The results showed significant reductions in bronchial and alveolar patterns after antibiotic treatment in all groups considered for this study, with no significant changes in pleural effusion. The study also highlighted the occurrence of cardiomegaly in 10% of the dogs. This research contributes to the understanding of radiographic changes associated with canine respiratory infections and their response to different antibiotic treatments, potentially providing an important aid in clinical decision-making and patient care for veterinary practitioners.
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	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.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research design, including the division of dogs into treatment groups and the use of thoracic radiography before and after antibiotic treatment is appropriate from a scientifical point of view. However, the relatively small sample size (10 dogs in each group) and the lack of a control group may be seen as limitations that should be considered when interpreting the results.
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	Yes, even if around 50% of the references are a bit old.
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	The overall language and English quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there is room for improvement.
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