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	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 is important to the scientific and veterinary community because it documents a rare but life-threatening cause of feline dystocia and shows how rapid imaging-based diagnosis can guide timely intervention. The fact that this report gave a clear, step-by-step surgical and postoperative management approach, including the justified decision for concurrent ovariohysterectomy to prevent metritis and long-term reproductive complications, makes the study worthwhile.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable
	

	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 moderately comprehensive, requiring only minor corrections to improve clarity and precision. There should be a brief explanation of the significance and why the study matters.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
In the introduction, there is a slight mismatch. 

The introduction mentioned three emphysematous fetuses. However, the abstract describes a single retained emphysematous fetus. This has to be consistent throughout the manuscript.

I also think the introduction needs to be elaborated and sources cited.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are moderately sufficient. However, the study can be supported with more recent relevant references.
	

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


	The language used is generally clear and appropriate, effectively incorporating scientific terminology. However, there are noticeable spelling and grammar issues that need to be carefully reviewed and corrected for greater precision and readability.
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