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	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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it presents AFAST as a rapid, non-invasive diagnostic tool in veterinary emergency medicine, improving the assessment of trauma patients. It bridges human medical practices with veterinary care, offering high diagnostic accuracy for detecting abdominal fluid and injuries. The work enhances emergency protocols and highlights AFAST's potential for broader research and application in diverse veterinary settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "AFAST in Veterinary Emergency Medicine: Technique, Applications and Diagnostic Relevance" is suitable but could be made more concise
Suggested Title: Advancing Veterinary Emergency Care: The Role of AFAST in Trauma Diagnosis and Management
	

	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.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive, providing a clear overview of AFAST’s technique, applications, and diagnostic relevance in veterinary emergency medicine. However, a few suggestions could enhance its clarity and impact:
· Add a line emphasizing how AFAST contributes to patient outcomes.
· Expand on the non-traumatic conditions diagnosed by AFAST, such as hemoperitoneum and ruptured organs.
· Briefly mention the current limitations, particularly in penetrating trauma.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, accurately describing AFAST's role in veterinary emergency medicine. It correctly outlines the technique's principles, including the four standardized views  (diaphragmatic-hepatic, splenorenal, cystocolic, and hepatorenal), and highlights AFAST’s diagnostic sensitivity, specificity, and non-invasive advantages over other imaging modalities like CT scans and diagnostic peritoneal lavage. The manuscript also appropriately references supporting studies, making it consistent with established veterinary practices. Minor clarifications on the limitations of AFAST, particularly in penetrating trauma, and further species-specific considerations would enhance the manuscript’s depth.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and up-to-date, providing solid support for the manuscript's claims.It would be helpful to include additional recent references from the past 1-2 years, especially those that examine AFAST’s evolving applications in veterinary trauma care or comparative studies between humans and animals.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well-structured and clearly conveys technical information. The terminology used is appropriate for a scientific audience, and the explanations of concepts like AFAST and ultrasound techniques are detailed and accurate.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers a clear and informative overview of AFAST in veterinary emergency care. It is clinically relevant and well-supported by references. Minor improvements in clarity, language, and inclusion of recent studies would enhance its quality. Overall, it is a strong and valuable contribution to the field.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Ahila A, Sri Sairam College of Engineering, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

