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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 valuable region-specific epidemiological data on canine respiratory tract diseases from central India, a geographic area for which such systematic clinical data are less. By documenting incidence patterns across age, sex, breed, and clinical presentation in a large hospital-based population, the study offers important baseline evidence that can support early diagnosis, risk stratification, and informed clinical decision-making in veterinary practice. The findings also contribute to the broader understanding of canine respiratory disease epidemiology, enabling meaningful comparison with national and international studies and aiding in the development of preventive and management strategies. Overall, the work strengthens disease surveillance efforts and has practical relevance for clinicians, researchers, and animal health policymakers
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is generally 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.


	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly states the objective, study population, study period, overall incidence, major epidemiological distributions (age, sex, breed), and predominant clinical signs. It provides a concise snapshot of the study and aligns well with the content of the manuscript. Adding a one-line concluding implication, such as how the findings aid clinical decision-making, surveillance, or preventive strategies, would improve completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct within the scope of a hospital-based epidemiological study. The study design, sample size, and duration are appropriate for estimating the incidence and distribution of respiratory tract diseases in dogs presented to a veterinary clinical complex. The use of clearly defined inclusion criteria, systematic clinical examination, supportive thoracic radiography, and application of chi-square tests for qualitative variables are consistent with accepted epidemiological and veterinary clinical research practices. The results are logically presented, statistically interpreted, and appropriately compared with previously published national and international studies, which strengthens the scientific validity of the findings.

However, from a scientific rigor perspective, the manuscript would benefit from minor enhancements, such as clearer differentiation between upper and lower respiratory tract diseases, brief mention of diagnostic limitations (e.g., lack of etiological confirmation by microbiology or molecular methods), and a short note on potential hospital-based sampling bias. These are minor limitations and do not undermine the overall scientific correctness or credibility of the study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some areas may benefit from additional recent or broader references, especially in the following topics:

i. Updated global epidemiological trends in canine respiratory diseases (last 5–7 years).

ii. Advances in diagnostic approaches (e.g., use of molecular diagnostics, thoracic ultrasonography, BAL cytology) if relevant to interpretation.

iii. Comparative studies from similar tropical/subtropical regions to strengthen geographic relevance.

iv. Recent reviews on canine infectious respiratory disease complex (CIRDC) to position findings in a wider context.


	

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


	Yes, the overall language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication, and the text is generally clear, formal, and scientifically appropriate.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a well-organized and clinically relevant epidemiological investigation of respiratory tract diseases in dogs, addressing an important and commonly encountered problem in veterinary practice. The study is based on a reasonably large sample size and provides valuable region-specific data from central India, which is currently underrepresented in the literature. The objectives are clear, the methodology is appropriate for a hospital-based study, and the results are systematically presented and adequately supported by statistical analysis.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical issues are apparent in this manuscript. The study is observational and hospital-based, involving client-owned dogs presented for routine clinical examination and diagnosis.
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