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	The manuscript is well written and organized. The comments are as follows:

1. It is better to record an ECG and an echocardiography after treatment, besides checking clinical findings to show the changes, and also could compare them together.

2. This sentence could be added to the discussion part “ The average age of symptomatic dogs was higher than in asymptomatic dogs, possibly because of progression of left ventricular hypertrophy and/or myocardial ischemia. Although it has not been independently confirmed, LHF appears to be relatively uncommon, unless SAS is complicated by severe mitral valve or aortic valve regurgitation (either as an associated defect or as a consequence of infective endocarditis).” Bonagura JD. Congenital heart disease. In: Ettinger SJ, ed., Textbook of Veterinary Internal Medicine, 3rd ed. Philadelphia, PA: Saunders; 1989:976-1030.
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