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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 because it documents a practical and affordable fracture management option for young dogs with distal radius ulna injuries. It adds clinical evidence supporting elastic nailing in growing animals where plating can be problematic due to open physes and small distal fragments. The case highlights decision making during surgery and shows how adapting fixation strategy can prevent complications. Such reports are useful for clinicians working in resource limited settings and contribute to incremental knowledge in veterinary orthopedic practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but can be improved for clarity and precision. It is currently long and slightly repetitive, and it does not clearly highlight the novelty of using one nail in each bone for a physeal injury. A clearer alternative title could be:“Management of a Salter Harris Type I Distal Radius Ulna Fracture Using Single Stainless Steel Elastic Nails in a Dog: A Case Report.”
	

	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 covers the clinical presentation, treatment, and outcome, which is positive, but it includes unnecessary laboratory details that do not add value to a case report. The main issue is that the objective and concluding message are not clearly separated. It would benefit from briefly stating why elastic nailing was chosen and ending with a clear takeaway for clinicians. Removing minor details and strengthening the conclusion would improve clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, but there are important areas that need clarification. The diagnosis of Salter Harris type I fracture is not sufficiently explained, especially since such fractures are often difficult to confirm radiographically. The mention of mild osteomyelitis is also problematic because diagnostic criteria are not provided. These issues can be corrected by refining terminology, explaining diagnostic reasoning, and avoiding overinterpretation of findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and mostly recent, especially those from the last five years, which strengthens the manuscript. They adequately support the discussion on fracture incidence and elastic nailing techniques. However, adding one or two veterinary specific studies focusing on physeal fractures or complications of distal radius ulna plating would further strengthen the literature support. Overall, the reference list is acceptable with minor enhancement.
	

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


	The language is understandable but not yet suitable for scholarly publication. There are frequent grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and repetition that reduce clarity and professionalism. These issues do not affect the scientific intent but can distract the reader. Careful language editing will significantly improve readability and presentation.
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