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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 presents a detailed and structured overview of fluid therapy in dogs, an essential topic in veterinary internal medicine. The review effectively synthesizes physiological principles, fluid classifications, and clinical application techniques, providing valuable insight for practitioners and students. Its emphasis on understanding fluid balance, types of fluids, and administration routes contributes significantly to evidence-based small animal practice. The paper’s clarity makes it particularly useful for educational and reference purposes.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “FLUID THERAPY IN CANINE” is clear and descriptive, but can be slightly refined for scholarly tone.

Suggested Alternative Title:

“A Comprehensive Review on Fluid Therapy in Dogs: Principles, Physiology, and Clinical Applications.”


	

	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 provides an adequate summary of the topic, background, and major themes discussed.

However, it could be strengthened by:

· Explicitly stating the review’s objective or scope (e.g., comparative analysis or guidelines integration).

· Adding 1–2 sentences summarizing clinical relevance or outcomes.

· Improving flow by combining overlapping sentences (some repetition occurs).

Suggested Addition:

“The review highlights decision-making criteria for selecting appropriate fluid types and routes, with emphasis on physiological principles, clinical assessment of dehydration, and evidence-based therapeutic strategies.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, the manuscript is correct and technically sound. It covers fundamental and advanced aspects, including:

· Fluid compartments and osmolality

· Fluid types (crystalloids, colloids, isotonic, hypotonic, hypertonic)

· Clinical routes of administration

· Application in specific disorders

The tables are accurate, and recent references (up to 2025) strengthen its reliability. However:

· Some statements could benefit from quantitative details (e.g., precise IV rates for dehydration correction).

· The section “Fluid Deficit” could be expanded with formula-based examples.

· Figures (Flowchart, Skin Turgor, IV administration) should be labeled and referenced more consistently.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	he references are recent, sufficient, and relevant — with multiple citations from 2019–2025 (e.g., Pardo et al., 2024; Chohan & Davidow, 2024; Manzoor et al., 2025).

🔹 Suggest adding:

· DiBartola, S.P. & Bateman, S. (2020). Fluid, Electrolyte, and Acid-Base Disorders in Small Animal Practice (5th Ed.). Elsevier.
· Silverstein, D.C. & Hopper, K. (2022). Small Animal Critical Care Medicine (3rd Ed.). Elsevier.
These would strengthen the clinical and physiological foundations.


	

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


	he manuscript is well written, grammatically correct, and uses appropriate scientific terminology.

🔹 Minor stylistic improvements recommended:

· Replace repetitive openings (“Fluid therapy is…”) in several sections.

· Correct small typographical errors (e.g., “disaease,” “INTODUCTION”).

· Improve transitions between subsections to enhance flow.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is comprehensive and well-organized but could benefit from:

· A graphical summary (e.g., schematic of fluid compartments).

· A brief clinical guideline table summarizing fluid types by condition.

· Clearer differentiation between maintenance and replacement therapy.

· The discussion on colloid risks (HES complications) is strong and up-to-date.

· Overall, the article has excellent pedagogical value for veterinary students and clinicians.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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