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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.
	The authors aimed to study the clinical occurrence and pattern of pigmentary keratitis (PK) in pugs. They conducted the study in the Department of Veterinary Surgery and Radiology, College of Veterinary Science, Guru Angad Dev Veterinary and Animal Sciences University, Ludhiana, Punjab, India, during the year 2020-21.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Preferred to be modified into “Prevalence and pattern of pigmentary keratitis in pugs”. 
	

	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.


	Please note the following:

· Provide an opening statement of one or two short sentences as a background on the problem.
· Do not display the P-value for the non-significant results.
· Use either numbers or percentages to express your results.
· Some modifications must be carried out to enhance the readability and understanding of the text. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Keywords: Modify and re-arrange alphabetically as follows: “Eye, pattern of pigmentation, pigmentary keratitis, pugs”. 

2. Introduction: Please note the following: 

· Improperly arranged in five paragraphs. 

· The introduction has to be rearranged into three paragraphs, i.e., 1. Introduction 2. Significance of the study, and 3. Aim of the study.

· Some modifications must be carried out to enhance the readability and understanding of the text. 

3. The aim: Not listed. The aim has to be added by the end of the introduction section.
4. Materials and methods: Please note the following:

· Provide a reference for the statistical analysis used for the data.

· MUST provide the software and a reference, as well as the statistical model used for the analysis.

· Some modifications must be made to enhance the readability and understanding of the text.

5. Results: Please note the following:

· Reduce the illustration of numbers within the text as they are listed in tables and figures.

· Do not list the P-value for the non-significant results.

· Use either numbers or percentages in expressing your results.

6. Discussion: Please note the following: 

· Moderate levels of speculation and comparison were listed.

· Some modifications must be made to enhance the readability and understanding of the text.

7. Conclusion: Some modifications must be carried out to enhance the readability and understanding of the text.

8. Tables: Well-presented and properly organized.
9. Figures and charts: Well-presented and properly organized.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	MUST BE UPDATED as 11.7% (2 out of 17) of the listed references were published in the past five years. The percentage has to be increased to at least 35-40%. Old references and lack of updates negatively influence the study and indicate that the study is no longer a point of interest.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript was expressed in moderate English and grammar. A certain degree of copyediting and proofreading has to be carried out before resubmission to achieve publishing value.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Essam Samir Soliman, King Salman International University, Egypt
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


