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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 reports a rare “cherry eye” in a rabbit and how it was successfully corrected using a technique usually done in dogs. Since such cases in rabbits are hardly documented, this adds helpful guidance for vets who may face similar problems. It also encourages more sharing and refining of rabbit-specific eye surgery techniques.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Suggested title: Surgical Management of Third Eyelid Gland Prolapse (‘Cherry Eye’) in a
Rabbit: A Rare Clinical 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 should cover the following points while maintaining it’s overall length:-
1. Inclusion of duration of clinical signs prior to presentation.
2. Smoother flow by reducing redundancy between clinical findings and discussion points. Otherwise, it adequately summarises the case.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically acceptable but requires refinement in clinical detailing and discussion. Important elements such as duration of prolapse, any prior treatments, tear film assessment (or reasons why it was not performed), and anaesthetic monitoring need clarification. The surgical steps are described, but more precision regarding incision placement and technique modifications would improve reproducibility. The discussion should better highlight species-specific anatomical considerations and compare this case more explicitly with existing rabbit literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are appropriate, though heavily dog-centric. A stronger incorporation of rabbit-specific ophthalmic literature is recommended. Authors may consider including one or two more recent publications on lagomorph ocular anatomy or tear physiology. All references should be checked for formatting consistency and inclusion of DOIs where available.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is understandable but requires grammatical correction and structural polishing. Several sentences contain spacing errors, missing words, or awkward phrasing. Improving clarity will enhance overall readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	1. Figures need clearer captions, arrows/pointers, and higher resolution.
2. The choice of systemic antibiotic (azithromycin) in a rabbit should be justified against more routinely used alternatives.
3. Postoperative monitoring could be described in more detail, including pain scoring and behaviour evaluation.
4. Authors may comment on long-term prognosis, even if only based on existing canine literature.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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