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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 case report contributes valuable clinical insight into the severe and potentially fatal complications associated with obstructive feline idiopathic cystitis, a common yet often underestimated condition in feline practice. By documenting the progression from post-renal azotemia to profound hematological derangements and multi-organ dysfunction, the manuscript highlights atypical but clinically significant systemic consequences that are rarely described in the literature. The report underscores the importance of early recognition of poor prognostic indicators and aggressive monitoring in obstructive FLUTD cases. Overall, this manuscript enhances clinical awareness and provides educational value for veterinarians managing complex and high-risk feline urinary tract emergencies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is generally suitable, clear, and accurately reflects the content and case-report nature of the manuscript. It clearly identifies the condition (feline idiopathic cystitis), the main complication (urethral obstruction), and the study type (case report).

However, it can be slightly improved for clarity, conciseness, and scientific tone.


	

	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 generally comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly outlines the aim, case presentation, discussion, and conclusion. It provides sufficient background and highlights the clinical relevance of obstructive feline idiopathic cystitis. However, minor additions and refinements are recommended to improve completeness, clarity, and scientific value.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically correct, as it accurately describes a clinically recognized condition—obstructive feline idiopathic cystitis (FIC)—and appropriately documents diagnostic findings, therapeutic interventions, and disease progression. The pathophysiology, risk factors, and management strategies are consistent with current veterinary knowledge, and references are generally appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant, covering foundational and widely cited literature on feline idiopathic cystitis, FLUTD, urethral obstruction, and multimodal management strategies. The authors appropriately cite key review articles and classic studies that establish the pathophysiology, risk factors, and clinical management of FIC.

However, there are some limitations:
Recency of references
Many cited references are older than 10–20 years (e.g., Buffington et al., 1996; Osborne et al., 1996; Gunn-Moore, 2003).

Including more recent (last 5–7 years) reviews or clinical studies would strengthen the manuscript and demonstrate current understanding of FIC pathophysiology and prognostic indicators.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and convey the scientific content, but several issues need attention before the article can be considered suitable for scholarly communication:



Major Language Concerns

Grammar and sentence structure
Some sentences are grammatically incorrect or incomplete.

· Example: “Initial management with fluid therapy, urethral catheterization and Alpha 1 antagonist (Prazosin).” → incomplete sentence.

· Example: “There is no specific breed predisposition has been established…” → grammatically incorrect.

Long, complex sentences often reduce readability and clarity.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a clinically instructive case of obstructive feline idiopathic cystitis with unusual systemic complications, including profound anemia and thrombocytopenia. Such cases are rarely reported and can provide valuable insight for veterinary practitioners.

The case is well-documented, with detailed clinical history, serial laboratory data, imaging findings, and stepwise therapeutic management. These details enhance the educational value of the report.

While scientifically sound, the manuscript would benefit from clarity improvements, grammatical correction, and reorganization of the case presentation and discussion to follow CARE guidelines more closely.

The manuscript could be strengthened by addressing the extreme laboratory values, providing more context for the unusual hematological deterioration, and clarifying the rationale for some adjunctive therapies.

Inclusion of recent literature (last 5–7 years) would improve the manuscript’s currency, especially regarding prognosis, systemic complications, and evidence-based management strategies.

Overall, the manuscript adds meaningful information to the veterinary literature on feline lower urinary tract disease and can serve as a reference for clinicians managing severe obstructive FIC.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Based on the information provided, there appear to be no ethical issues in this manuscript.


	


Reviewer details:

Razieh Hosseini, Islamic Azad University, Iran

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


