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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 provides a timely and valuable consolidation of knowledge on drug administration routes in veterinary medicine. For practicing veterinarians, veterinary students, and researchers, it serves as a useful reference that systematically categorizes a wide array of administration techniques. The review underscores the critical link between the chosen route of administration and therapeutic efficacy, which is a fundamental principle for successful clinical outcomes and animal welfare. By compiling this information, the article contributes to the foundational knowledge necessary for making informed, evidence-based decisions in veterinary pharmacology and therapy
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but could be more precise. The term "Inoculation" is most commonly associated with vaccines, while the manuscript covers a much broader range of therapeutics.
Suggested Alternative Title: "Routes of Drug Administration and Therapeutics in Animals: A Review"
	

	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 a good summary but could be improved. It currently reads like an introduction. It should be reframed to more clearly state the objective of the review, briefly summarize the key topics and routes covered, and present the main conclusion or take-home message for the reader. Specific examples of major routes (e.g., IV, IM, oral) could be mentioned.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its descriptions of the various routes. However, there are areas that require improvement for clarity and accuracy:

· Structure and Flow: The article is currently a long list of routes without a strong narrative thread. It would benefit from a more logical flow, perhaps grouping routes by their primary purpose (e.g., systemic, localized, emergency) or by the level of invasiveness.

· Factual Accuracy: Some statements are overly broad. For example, the claim that the Intraperitoneal (IP) route is "safe for animals" (line 26, page 6) should be qualified, as it carries risks of visceral puncture and peritonitis if not performed correctly. The description of the IP technique is specific to mice but is not contextualized as a primarily laboratory-animal technique until later.

· Repetition: Some concepts, like the avoidance of first-pass metabolism by parenteral routes, are repeated multiple times.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive but has a significant weakness: it lacks a sufficient number of recent (last 5 years), high-impact primary research articles from major veterinary journals. Many references are from textbooks or general pharmacology reviews. To enhance the manuscript's authority and relevance, it is crucial to incorporate more current literature.
Suggestions for Additional References:
· Integrate recent studies comparing the efficacy or pharmacokinetics of different administration routes for specific drug classes (e.g., antibiotics, analgesics) in various species.

· Include recent reviews on advanced drug delivery systems (e.g., sustained-release injectables, transdermal patches) in veterinary medicine.


	

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


	The language is generally clear but contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and typographical errors that detract from its professionalism.
Examples for Correction:
· "Parenteral refers to sterile pharmacological solutions or suspensions supplied through an aqueous..." -> should be "delivered" or "administered."

· "It is seldom practiced in veterinary medicine..." (Correct).

· "Drugs administered epicutaneously to animals may also have systemic effects if the animals swallow the medication..." -> This is a logical inconsistency. Epicutanous means applied on the skin; systemic effects from swallowing are a separate issue of oral ingestion, not dermal absorption.

· "Each route is having some advantages..." -> "Each route has some advantages..."

A thorough proofreading by a native English speaker or a professional editing service is strongly recommended.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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