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	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 highlights an important alternative therapeutic strategy for treating fungal dermatitis in dogs by comparing the antifungal activity of aqueous henna leaf extract with conventional drugs. As antifungal resistance rises globally, exploring plant-based antifungal agents is highly valuable. The study offers promising preliminary evidence supporting henna’s efficacy, promoting further research into natural, cost-effective treatments in veterinary medicine.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly suitable. However, a slight modification is suggested for clarity: "Comparative Antifungal Efficacy of Aqueous Henna (Lawsonia inermis) Leaf Extract and Allopathic Drugs Using Disc Diffusion Method in Dogs."
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. However, it would be beneficial to include specific results such as the size of the inhibition zones to make the abstract more data-driven and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. However, it would be strengthened further by including basic statistical analysis of the inhibition zones to validate the comparisons more rigorously.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant and fairly recent. Adding one or two more updated references on recent trends in veterinary phytotherapy or antifungal resistance would further enhance the manuscript.
	

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


	The English language is understandable but could be improved. Minor grammatical corrections and smoother transitions between sections are recommended to improve the scholarly quality of the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study offers valuable preliminary data promoting the use of natural antifungal agents in veterinary practice. Including a brief discussion on limitations and future research directions would further enrich the manuscript.
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