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	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.


	By presenting region-specific epidemiological data for Jabalpur, India, this research makes a substantial contribution to the veterinary literature. It reveals a high incidence of hepatitis (24.23%) in dogs brought in for clinical care. The study confirms the diagnostic value of combining ultrasonographic findings such as hepatomegaly and altered echogenicity for early diagnosis with clinical indications, especially vomiting (seen in 100% of cases). 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In general, the title is appropriate since it appropriately summarizes the information provided in the Results section, which includes information on imaging, symptoms, and epidemiology. However, adding the place to the title enhances the scientific value of your data since it was gathered from a specific area (Jabalpur) and keeps readers from presuming it is a more comprehensive or worldwide study. I propose the title to be "Occurrence, clinical findings and ultrasonographic evaluation of hepatitis in dogs in the Jabalpur region" 
	

	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.


	Just a small issue. You use "per cent" in the abstract but "%" symbols in the tables and results. I suggest you stick to one format (preferably "%") throughout the entire manuscript for consistency.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Due to serious internal errors, such as data tables where the sub-totals surpass the total sample size (e.g., echogenicity findings), the article is not entirely scientifically true in its current form. Additionally, there is a significant discrepancy that jeopardizes the study's scientific integrity because the methodology specifies a therapy trial that is entirely absent from the results section. Please see comments on Ms file

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The majority of the citations in the manuscript's "References" section are current, with a particular emphasis on works published within the last five years. This suggests that the study has a solid foundation in recent research.


	

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


	Although the English is generally clear and functional, it has to be polished to fulfill the requirements of a prestigious international publication. Although the message is obvious, the flow is disrupted by a number of grammatical mistakes, strange phrasings, and unconventional vocabulary choices. Please refer to the Ms file's comments.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors must either remove the description of the "plant-based treatment" trial or include its missing findings in order to resolve the critical discrepancy between the methodology and results, which fundamentally misrepresents the scope of the study, before this article can be published. The credibility of the statistical reporting is compromised by the fact that the sum of the echogenicity observations currently exceeds the total sample size, necessitating the scientific verification and correction of the data integrity in Table 05.  Please see comments on Ms file
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Indeed, the current proposal has a serious problem with animal ethics. A section outlining ethical approval, which is required for this kind of research, is entirely absent from the publication.
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