Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_147565

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	CLINICAL INSIGHTS AND IRIS STAGING OF CHRONIC KIDNEY DISEASE IN DOGS

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 valuable insight into the clinical profile and IRIS-based staging of chronic kidney disease (CKD) in dogs, a condition of major concern in veterinary medicine. By documenting the occurrence, clinical manifestations, and diagnostic patterns of CKD in a defined regional population, it contributes essential baseline data for veterinarians and researchers working in small animal internal medicine. The study supports the use of standardized diagnostic and staging protocols to improve early detection and management outcomes. Moreover, its findings can guide future comparative and interventional research aimed at enhancing canine renal health and welfare.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative, precise, and clearly states the subject (CKD in dogs and IRIS staging)
	

	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 well-structured and clear. It effectively summarizes the study’s objectives, methods, main results, and conclusions. The information is concise and relevant for veterinary clinicians and researchers. However, there are opportunities to improve clarity, scientific precision, and flow.
Minor stylistic improvements and inclusion of a few methodological details would enhance its academic quality and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and based on sound veterinary and clinical principles. The definitions, diagnostic approaches, and staging criteria for chronic kidney disease (CKD) are consistent with established guidelines, particularly those of the International Renal Interest Society (IRIS). The methodology appears appropriate for identifying and classifying CKD in canine patients, and the clinical observations are in line with known disease pathophysiology. Overall, the scientific content is accurate, well-founded, and relevant to current veterinary nephrology research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are appropriate and support the scientific context effectively; however, most of them are somewhat dated, with several references from before 2015. Including more recent literature would strengthen the scientific foundation and reflect current understanding of CKD in dogs. It is recommended to add updated references such as the latest IRIS Guidelines (2019 or 2023 revision) and recent epidemiological or diagnostic studies.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, scientifically accurate, and generally well-structured. Technical terms are used appropriately, and the manuscript maintains an academic tone throughout. Minor editorial improvements—such as shortening long sentences and refining transitions between paragraphs—could further enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic in veterinary medicine by documenting the occurrence, clinical features, and IRIS-based staging of chronic kidney disease (CKD) in dogs. The study is methodically sound, with clear presentation of results and appropriate use of tables. Strengths include a well-defined sample population, detailed clinical observations, and comparison with previous studies.

To further enhance the manuscript, the authors could:

1. Include a clear statement of study objectives at the end of the Introduction.

2. Provide a brief ethical statement confirming adherence to institutional guidelines and owner consent.

3. Incorporate recent literature (post-2015) to strengthen the scientific context.

4. Consider minor language polishing to improve flow and readability.

5. If possible, include illustrative figures or sonographic images to support the diagnostic findings.
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