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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 presents a clinically significant case of trauma-associated stillbirth complicated by obstructive dystocia in a free-ranging rhesus macaque. Documentation of obstetrical emergencies in non-human primates, particularly in urban wildlife rescue contexts, remains limited. The report contributes valuable practical insights into emergency stabilization and assisted obstetrical management in a compromised primate. The case may serve as a useful reference for clinicians involved in wildlife rescue, zoo medicine, and primate reproductive management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, specific, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. No modification is required.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and clearly structured. However, the description of cardiopulmonary resuscitation appears to follow a human CPR ratio format and should be revised to reflect veterinary emergency guidelines. Additionally, minor refinement in reporting cardiovascular parameters would improve physiological accuracy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically valuable and clinically relevant; however, certain corrections are required:
The reported heart rate (60–70 bpm) is described partially as tachycardia, whereas this range represents severe bradycardia in adult rhesus macaques. This must be corrected for physiological accuracy.
The CPR protocol described follows a human compression-to-ventilation ratio and should be revised to reflect standard veterinary emergency practice.
The manuscript lacks a clearly defined “Conclusion” section. A separate concluding section summarizing the key clinical implications should be added.
Diagnostic limitations (e.g., absence of placental examination or fetal necropsy) should be more explicitly acknowledged as study limitations.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are relevant and appropriate. However, the citation of “The Everything Cat Book” (Davis, 2006) is not a peer-reviewed scientific source and should be replaced with a veterinary journal article describing high-rise trauma in animals. Reference formatting should also be standardized.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and formatting corrections are required, including completion of the competing interests statement and standardization of clinical terminology (e.g., “breaths per minute” instead of “cycles per minute”).
	

	Optional/General comments


	The case is clinically interesting and relevant to wildlife and urban primate medicine. With correction of physiological inaccuracies, addition of a formal conclusion section, clarification of emergency protocol reporting, and replacement of the non-peer-reviewed reference, the manuscript would meet publication standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The manuscript involves a protected wildlife species. The authors should clearly state whether appropriate wildlife rescue authorization or institutional ethical approval was obtained. This clarification is recommended before acceptance.


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interests apparent from the manuscript.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism suspected. The text appears original and references are properly cited
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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