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	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.


	Since the author provides detailed clinical evidence on the successful diagnosis and treatment of systemic hypertension in dogs, this manuscript is significant to the scientific community. The study emphasizes the importance of using clinico-biochemical evaluation in conjunction with blood pressure monitoring to assess therapeutic response. Additionally, it provides comparative data that supports telmisartan-amlodipine therapy as a longer-lasting and more successful antihypertensive approach, supporting evidence-based decision-making in veterinary clinical practice.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, but it can be slightly refined to better reflect the comparative therapeutic aspect of the study.


	

	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 objective, methodology, main findings, and conclusion are all clearly presented in the abstract. A minor improvement would be to clarify that prevalence was determined among dogs that were clinically suspected and to briefly mention the Doppler method for measuring blood pressure. There is no need for major deletions.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct. The study's design, diagnostic protocols, interventions, statistical analysis, and results interpretation are all appropriate and strongly verified by the appropriate literature. The conclusions drawn are in accordance with the information provided and the state of the research regarding the treatment of systemic hypertension in dogs.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, appropriate, and comprise current, reliable sources, such as ACVIM guidelines and research conducted up until 2025. The manuscript could be strengthened by adding one or two recent review articles on canine hypertension, but no significant additions are needed.


	

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


	Indeed, the article's language and English quality are appropriate for academic communication. The manuscript incorporates suitable technical terminology, is scientifically accurate, and is written in an understandable manner. To increase clarity and conciseness, only minor stylistic and grammatical changes might be necessary.
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