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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 provides clinically valuable information on the diagnostic features of hepatic ascites in dogs, a condition frequently encountered in small animal practice. By combining clinical, hematological, biochemical, and imaging findings, the study offers a practical diagnostic framework for veterinarians. The results add region-specific epidemiological data, which can help in understanding predisposition factors and disease patterns. The findings also emphasize the significance of early diagnostics for timely intervention in liver-associated ascites, thereby contributing to improved clinical outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested title

Clinical and Diagnostic Evaluation of Hepatogenic Ascites in Dogs
	

	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 adequately summarizes the study; however, it contains several grammatical errors. Sentences should be clearer and more structured. Removal of repeated words and addition of spacing will improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is appropriate, sample size is acceptable, and statistical analysis is suitable for the presented data. The results are consistent with the existing literature, and the discussion is adequately supported with citations. Minor corrections are required in text consistency, interpretation, and formatting of tables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include recently published works. Some citations, however, appear outdated or incomplete. Authors may consider adding newer research (post-2020) on diagnostic imaging and hepatic pathophysiology in dogs, if available.
	

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


	The language requires moderate editing. Several grammatical errors, missing spaces, repeated words, and punctuation inconsistencies are noted. Improving sentence structure and flow will enhance the readability and scientific impact of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Ensure uniformity in the representation of percentages and units.

Some results are repeated in the abstract and results sections; consolidation may improve conciseness.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues were observed. However, authors should include an explicit statement mentioning ethical approval or institutional oversight for the use of animals, as this is mandatory in veterinary research.
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