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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.
	It is important to use appropriate drugs during the treatment. This in turn will avoid drug resistance and saves life indeed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The author should add the study area, because the breeds of dog kept in that study area should be known as breed difference may be observed.
	

	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.
	It is good. However, the author should incorporate the problem statement and indicate which breed of dog is used for his/her study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Not bad. But the metarials and methods (study area, sampling and sample size determination, study design) are not described. The manuscript only show us the method of data collection and analysis.
The discussion part should be improved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not appropriate. TH e author should refer vet. Pharmacology books (from vet.books)
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	· Specific comments area in the manuscript (the author should respond accordingly)

· Ethical approval letter is required. The animla welfare issue and invasiveness of the procedure should be ethically approved.

· The manuscript is good if the author made the revision accordingly. 
· Reference list should be checked. Some references are not cited but listed and vice-versa.

· Incomplete sentences should be corrected
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