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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.


	Review of the article: "Diagnostic and therapeutic studies of Helicobacter-induced gastric mucosal injuries in canines"

This article provides a timely overview of a crucial topic in veterinary gastroenterology: the role of Helicobacter spp. in gastric mucosal injuries in dogs. Overall, it covers key aspects of pathology, diagnosis, and treatment, offering valuable information for both practicing veterinarians and researchers. However, there are several points that could be expanded or clarified to increase its scientific value and practical applicability.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	+
	

	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, although informative, could be more structured. It moves rather quickly from a description of clinical features to diagnostic methods and then to treatment. This gives the impression of a certain fragmentation. Adding a sentence that clearly states the purpose of the study or the main hypothesis would help the reader to better understand the focus of the article from the outset. For example, was this a review article, or did the author present his or her own original data?


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses an important and clinically relevant issue in veterinary gastroenterology, and the topic is scientifically sound. The discussion of Helicobacter-associated gastric pathology in dogs is appropriate and aligned with current knowledge in the field. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	+
	

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


	The overall English language quality of the manuscript is generally understandable and allows the reader to follow the scientific content without major difficulty.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Review of the article: "Diagnostic and therapeutic studies of Helicobacter-induced gastric mucosal injuries in canines"

This article provides a timely overview of a crucial topic in veterinary gastroenterology: the role of Helicobacter spp. in gastric mucosal injuries in dogs. Overall, it covers key aspects of pathology, diagnosis, and treatment, offering valuable information for both practicing veterinarians and researchers. However, there are several points that could be expanded or clarified to increase its scientific value and practical applicability.

Firstly, the abstract, although informative, could be more structured. It moves rather quickly from a description of clinical features to diagnostic methods and then to treatment. This gives the impression of a certain fragmentation. Adding a sentence that clearly states the purpose of the study or the main hypothesis would help the reader to better understand the focus of the article from the outset. For example, was this a review article, or did the author present his or her own original data?

Regarding clinical signs, the list of “acute onset of hematemesis, anorexia, lethargy, depression, pale mucous membranes, tachycardia, tachypnea, and dehydration” is comprehensive but somewhat general. It would be helpful if the authors indicated how specific these symptoms are to Helicobacter-associated lesions. Many of these signs are typical of any acute gastrointestinal disorder. A discussion of the differences from other causes of gastritis would be extremely valuable.

The point “The relationships between Helicobacter infections and gastric disease in dogs are ambiguous” is key and should be elaborated on. This recognition of the complexity of the problem is very important. It might be worth briefly mentioning why these relationships are ambiguous – is it due to the high prevalence of Helicobacter in healthy dogs, the multiplicity of Helicobacter species, or other factors? This would help the reader to better understand the context of the study.

The discussion of ultrasonographic changes (thickening of the gastric wall, decreased motility) is relevant. However, it would be interesting to know to what extent these changes correlate with the degree of inflammation or the presence of a specific Helicobacter species. Are there specific ultrasound features that might hint at a Helicobacter etiology? Also, the mention of “significant changes in hemato-biochemical and oxidative stress parameters” is important, but without specific examples or references to the types of these changes, it remains somewhat abstract.

Diagnosis by electron microscopy is the “gold standard”, but its availability in routine veterinary practice is limited. Therefore, the emphasis on molecular diagnostics (PCR) using vomit and fecal samples is very relevant. However, the sensitivity and specificity of these methods should be discussed. Are fecal samples as reliable as biopsies, given the possible contamination or transit of bacteria? What are the limitations or pitfalls of using PCR for the diagnosis of Helicobacter in dogs?

Regarding treatment, “Triple therapy” is the standard approach, and its effectiveness over 30 days is a positive conclusion. However, it would be worth mentioning the possible side effects of antibiotics, the issue of antibiotic resistance, and probiotics as an adjunct to standard therapy, especially given the long course of treatment. Also, the mention of “antioxidants” needs more specificity – which antioxidants, in what dosages and on what basis of evidence were they included in the protocol?

Finally, the keywords are well chosen, but to expand the search scope and improve indexing, it might be worth adding “gastritis in dogs” or “canine gastroenterology”.

Overall, the article is a good starting point for understanding the problem of Helicobacter-associated gastric lesions in dogs. It emphasizes the importance of a comprehensive approach to diagnosis and treatment. Expanding on some of the details and a more critical review of the data presented would make it even more robust and useful for readers.
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